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CHAPTER I 
THE PROBLEM AND DEFINITIONS OF THE TERMS USED 
The present emphasis on the sciences and the wide-
spread public questioning of both quality and content of the 
school curriculum makes it imperative for music educators to 
evaluate practices within the various music education curri-
cula and institute reforms where necessary. Ernst declared 
that: 
In facing the educational dilemma which has been 
raised by the race for outer space, a number of 
approaches have been followed by those interested in 
music education. The status quo has been defended, 
the values of the arts stressed, the entrance require-
ments of colleges questioned and the length of the 
school day examined. 
I have selected an approach which has not received 
as much attention as some others but one which is 
extremely pertinent to the problem. It has an impor-
tant advantage over the·others because it is a very 
personal one, and we can do more than just raise our 
blood pressure in discussing it. Each one of us can 
actually do something about it. In fact, we are one 
hundred per cent responsible. I refer to quality 
teaching. (11:27) 
The term, quality teaching, is synonymous with 
quality programs of music education. Perhaps investigations 
of such programs and the major areas therein would contri-
bute substantially to the protection and furtherance of a 
musical America. 
I. THE PRO LEM 
Statement of the problem. t was the purpose of this 
study (1) to evaluate the major fa tors which contributed to 
the success of selected outstanding elementary school band 
programs; and (2) to identify those practices which might be 
of assistance ih the establishment and/or improvement of 
elementary school band programs. 
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Importance of the study. Recent world-wide scientific 
developments are placing an ever-increasing burden upon all 
areas of education. Instrumental music has only recently 
won for itself a place in the school curriculum. It is only 
natural~ therefore~ that it could be among the first subject 
areas to be curtailed. (14:48) Klausmeir said that: 
It would not surprise me at all to see some schools~ 
within the next ten years~ drop music and art completely, 
although it has been in the school for the past twenty-
five years o.r more. (14:48) 
Perhaps the greatest threat to instrumental music 
comes from within. The mediocrity prevalent in many school 
music programs might very well lead to outcries of "time 
wasting and frills. 11 Most music educators agree that the 
retention of school music in the curriculum lies in the 
raising of standards. Whitner suggested that: 
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• • • if the cultural lag is no·t to become more evident, 
we must realize the dangers to the individual and society 
of holding to minimum standards in the arts while insist-
ing upon maximum standards in the sciences. {15:26) 
The music supervisor will be called upon to justify his 
endeavor to both administrators and public. Without quality, 
the music program will be doomed to reduction or elimination. 
(10:68) A recent edito~ial declared: 
It is more important than ever that the instrumental 
music program grow in strength. To achieve this one 
needs a favorable schedule, an adequate budget and 
sufficient numbers of pr0per~y trained teachers. A 
half-way instrumental program is not worth half of a 
good program and it may even be detrimental in the 
respect that it does such a poor. job that the school 
administrator discards the program without even knowing 
the good it could produee. Hence it is mandatory that 
every effort be exerted to seeure a set-up which can 
succeed and th~n to work just as hard as is ~ossible 
to prove its educational importance. (10:68) 
McMurray enlarged upon this issue by suggesting that: 
... to justify music in the curriculum because of its 
contribution to health, citizenship, and the like, is 
to conceive of music as an instrument for the realiza-
tion of non-musical values; and that to take such a 
position recognizes nothing distinctive and unique in 
musical experience itself and claims for music only 
that it helps pupils develop other talents and 
learnings. (21:67) · 
Ernst concurred when he said: "It is not enough to 
quote the oft-repeated cliches of how 'music improves the 
mind, the spirit, the body. ,u (11:28) He further suggested 
tha~ in considering objectives, music educators shou1d 
emphasize music as an art. Music should be taught pri-
marily for the specific contribution it can make to a 
child's education. 
Benn summarized the problem by saying: ui have a 
feeling that in those communities where music has been well 
taught, there will be a minimum of change. 11 (8:32) 
The foregoing evidence, provided by experienced and 
distinguished educators, indicates that a study and evalua-
tion of outstanding elementary school band programs is a 
valid and, perhaps, essential undertaking. 
II. DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED 
Homogeneous classes. Throughout the report of this 
investigation, the term nhomogeneous classesn shall refer 
to classes comprised of students studying the same 
instrument. 
Heterogeneous classes. The term 11 heterogeneous 
classes" shall refer to classes comprising students study-
ing different instruments. 
Elementary school. The term 11 elementary school 11 
refers to the first six grades of the public school 
educational system. 
III. DELIMITATIONS 
This study was concerned only with elementary school 
band programs within the Continental United States.' The 
study did not attempt to includeevery such program. 
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Rather, a sampling was taken from a list of nominated out-
standing elementary school band programs. 
An extensive list of materials for the purpose of 
band instruction and band performance was provided within 
the questionnaire for the convenience of the respondees. 
Only those materials which were utilized by ten per cent 
or more of the respondees were included in this investiga-
tion. 
IV. ORGANIZATION OF THE REMAINING CHAPTERS 
The study consists of nine Chapters. The first 
Chapter includes the statement of the problem, the impor-
tance of the study, definitions of terms used, and delimi-
tations of the study. Chapter II presents a review of the 
. 
related literature. Techniques and procedures used in this 
investigation are to be found in Chapter III. Chapters IV 
through VIII contain data gathered from the questionnaire. 
Data were reported and fully interpreted in the following 
manner: Chapter IV, findings related to selection of 
students; Chapter V, findings related to instruction; 
Chapter VI, findings related to musical organizations; 
Chapter VII, findings related to materials; and Chapter 
VIII~ findings related to budget allowances and facilities. 
Chapter IX presents a summary of the study with conclusions 
and recommendations. 
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CHAPTER II 
REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE 
A search for related literature indicated that this 
study was unique. No study approached the problem of inves-
tigating successful elementary school band programs on a 
national scale. One related study, state-wide in scope, 
was found and its review of the literature also indicated 
a dearth of unpublished materials. Green (25) was forced 
to resort to the exploration of published materials which 
offered suggestions for the presentation of a good elemen-
tary school instrumental music program. 
A·number of studies were found which related to 
certain areas of this survey. 
Green (25:362) attempted to discover the basic 
characteristics of successful programs of instrumental 
music in the elementary schools of California. The study 
sought to answer the following questions: 
1. who and what determines the philosophy for the 
instrumental program? 
2. What was the professional training, personal 
characteristics and classroom procedures of the teachers 
responsible for the successful programs of instrumental 
music? 
3. What are the district policies regarding curri-
culum, personnel, scheduling, equipment and facilities in 
a program of instrumental music in the elementary schools 
contacted? 
4. What are some of the characteristics of a com~ 
munity in which a successful program of instrumental music 
in the elementary schools is conducted? 
The procedures followed in this study were: 
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1. A preliminary letter of request for nominations 
of successful programs of instrumental music in the elemen- -
tary schools of California was sent to four classifications 
of persons who were conversant with programs of instrumental 
music in the elementary schools of California. These per-
sons were music administrators and supervisors, professors 
of music education, representatives of music publishing 
houses and representatives of music supply stores. 
2. A detailed questionnaire was sent out to those 
instrumental instructors in the nominated elementary 
school districts in California. There were eighty-three 
responses to this survey. 
Green (25:365) found that the most active person in 
formulation of the philosophy of the p~ogram was the instru-
mental instructor. The school superintendent, principals, 
or supervisors played a less active part. The needs of 
the pupils and the community very strongly determined the 
underlying philosophy of the program. The best current 
thinking in music education was an important factor. 
Specific goals were set up in advance of the teaching 
year by the majority of the teachers and the goals were 
adjusted to the pupils' needs as the teaching proceeded. 
The teachers considered the cooperative spirit and 
feeling of security that developed through working. with and 
belonging to a group of great importance. The desire to 
share talents with bthers was rated as slightly less impor-
tant. They considered the instrumental program only 
moderately valuable in developing a general vocabulary 
and increasing general reading ability. However, it was 
considered greatly valuable in providing motivation 
experiences for the gifted child. 
The teachers considered the instrumental program very 
valuable in increasing·emotional stability and in releasing 
physical tensions. Instrumental music was rated very valu-
able in effecting muscular control for the awkward child 
and moderately valuable in increasing good physical health. 
Teachers felt that the instrumental program of great 
value in developing a personal enjoyment of culture. The 
program was rated very valuable in increasing the enjoyment 
of the beautiful in the world and in increasing a tolerance 
and respect for 0thers and valuable in developing under-
standings of moral and spiritual values. 
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Green (25:367) found that~ with regard to professional 
preparation~ 48.2 pe~ cent of the teachers held a bachelor 
degree and 43.2 per cent held a master degree. Most of the 
instrumental teachers held a General Credential. Most of 
the teachers belonged to some state or national music 
association. 
The violin was the most frequently names major instru-
ment~ and the· clarinet was the next. 
The average number of years of teaching experience 
was nine years~ while the average number of years teaching 
in the present position was five years. Further lessons 
were desired by most teachers on ~tring and percussion 
instruments. Equipment and facilities most frequently 
desired were additional music instruments and practice 
rooms. 
Personal qualifications contributing to the success 
of the program were listed in the following rank order: 
hard work and devotion~ musical training~ ability to 
impart enthusiasm, leadership ability~ musical ability~ 
educational training~ methodology~ and ability to maintain 
discipline. 
Outside influences which contributed to the-success 
of the program were arranged in rank order as follows: the 
. 
cooperation of the principal~ the cooperation of the com-
munity~ the cooperation of the music supervisor~ the 
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secondary band and orchestra program, the facilities pro-
vided, and the pre-instrumental music program of the school. 
Nearly all of the principals and most of the class-
room teachers considered the program a valuable part of the 
school curriculum. 
A majority of 65.6 per cent admitted pupils into the 
program at the fourth grade. 
The most important basis for admission to the program 
was that of the interest the student evidenced. In rank 
order, the other bases of relative importance were (1) the 
parental desire for the child to learn a musical instrument, 
(2) the results of musical aptitude testing, (3) the recom-
mendation of the classroom teacher, (4) the ability to sing 
on pitch or pass a test in music reading, (5) the ability 
to play tonette or song flute, (6) the need for balanced 
instrumentation, and (7) the ability to play piano or some 
other instrument. 
Consultation with parents most frequently involved 
discussion concerning (1) the amount of practice required, 
' (2) the proper care of the instrument and correct practice, 
and (3) the time the child would be required to be out of 
the classroom for instrumental instruction. Less frequently 
it involved (4) the physical and mental maturity require-
ments needed for success, and (5) the cost of the program. 
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District owned instruments were loaned on the basis of 
the pupil's continued interest and progress, the maintenance 
of balanced instrumentation and the economic need of the 
parents. 
At least 50.5 per cent of the respondents stated that 
private teachers were available in all classifications of 
instruments. 
Most of the teachers reeommended pr~vate lessons; 
only one teacher required them. Approximately one-half of 
the teachers seldom or never taught private.lessons. 
Nearly all of the teachers recommended individual 
practice, and most of the teachers required it. The time 
most frequently required was thirty minutes a day. Only 
30.9 per cent required parent-signed practice cards. 
Forty-five and seven-tenths seldom or never eliminated 
pupils when the minimum practice was not consistently 
done. 
There was a tendency to counsel slow learners into 
other school activities. For the less gifted, individual 
or small-group instruction was usually provided. 
Gifted pupils were given sufficient time and train-
ing to insure their maximum musical development by 76.6 
per cent of the teachers. 
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Frequent evaluation of pupil progress was made con-
cerning good intonation, playing techniques, and ability to 
read music. Less frequently, evaluation was made of progress 
in self-disciplining and social and cooperative living. Even 
less frequently were evaluations made of the ability to read 
rhythms without an instrument and of music appreciations. 
More than.one-half of the teachers kept a registra-
tion for all instrumental students. 
The continuity of the students in the program was 
extremely high in the elementary school and high in the 
secondary school. 
The type of program in the elementary schools was 
generally maintained which best integrated with the 
secondary school's. program. 
In relation to school district policies, Green 
(25:370) found that the mean number of schools for which 
one teacher was responsible was 4.44 schools. The median 
was 3.38 schools. The range was from one to nineteen 
schools. 
There were specialists who taught string, woodwind 
and brass classes in over one-fourth of the schools. There 
were specialists who taught percussion classes in only 6.3 
per cent of the districts. 
Only 25.9 per cent of the districts grouped brass 
and woodwind instruments for class instruction together. 
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It was found that only 17.3 per cent of the districts 
combined all instruments together for instructional purposes. 
String, woodwind, brass, and percussion classes met 
once a week more frequently than twice a week. 
Concerning the types of organizations maintained by 
the schools, 49.4 per cent had both band and orchestra, 
23.4 per cent had orchestra only, and 21.0 per cent had 
band only. 
There was a tendency to hold band and orchestra 
rehearsals twice a week. There were a few districts which 
maintained daily rehearsals. Rehearsals were usually held 
during school. 
There were thirty-six all-city (district) orchestras, 
thirty all-city (district) bands, and eighteen districts 
with both. It was most frequently indicated that there 
were six or more rehearsals held weekly for one hour during 
school. 
A majority of the instructors stated that they seldom 
or never maintained a summer school program without charge. 
Furthermore, the majority indicated that the summer school 
was not maintained by (1) a recreational agency, (2) by 
private teachers, or (3) by school teachers paid with fees 
collected from the pupils or from a salary guaranteed by 
the school. 
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When there were insufficient monies to hire adequate 
personnel~ most of the districts scheduled the staff to 
insure the most efficient use of the teacher's time. How-
ever~ there was a tendency to spread the program thinly to 
all schools. There were 96.3 per cent of the districts which 
never accepted help from outside organizations in the event 
of insufficient mqnies for personnel. 
In most of the districts~ all instructional supplies 
were provided~ but in very few districts were all of the 
needed instruments furnished. 
The music instruments most often furnished by the 
various districts were recorded in rank order as follows: 
percussion~ trombone~ cello, clarinet~ violin, baritone, 
and flute. The rank order of the instruments of which there 
were six or more owned by the school was: violin~ clarinet~ 
cello~ trombone, percussion, and trumpet. 
It appeared to be the general policy for the majority 
of the school districts to make no charge for miscellaneous 
costs of the program. A few districts made a charge for 
reeds, strings, insurance for school-owned instruments, or 
method materials. 
Bands were furnished uniforms in 43.7 per cent of the 
districts, and orchestras were furnished uniforms in 8.8 per 
cent of the districts. Only 23.7 per cent of the districts 
accepted community help in making these uniforms possible 
financially. 
The majority of teachers indicated that the rooms 
available for instrumental classes were adequate and that 
instruction was hot handicapped because of no regularly 
scheduled room. There seemed to be indications, however, 
that there was some difficulty in providing adequate faci-
lities because o~ increased elementary enrollment. 
Teaching materials were adequate and plentiful in a 
large majority of the districts, and most d~stricts did not 
require the teachers to use the same materials. 
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The most frequently mentione~ methods used for string 
classes were: A Tune .§:. Day by Paul Herfurth, Bows and 
Strings by Helen Herman, and String.Class Method by Merle 
Isaac. Method materials most frequently used in the wood-
wind, brass, and percussion classes were: Belwin Series 
Band Builder by Fred Weber and Wayne Douglas, Easy Steps 
to the Band by Maurice Taylor, and Elementary Method 
Series. For the brass section only, Arban's Complete 
Conservatory Method and for the percussion section only, 
Drum Method by Haskell Harr, and Snare Drum at School by 
- ---
Myron Collins were the most frequently mentioned. 
Green (25:374) indicated that, on the basis of those 
attending school concerts, community interest in music was 
rated from medium high to high by a majority of the teachers. 
I 
\ 
i 
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They considered their communities to be average in economic 
status and rated the musical ability of the parents as 
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average. 
The data were not conclusive of any particular trend 
of opinion concerning the encouragement of parent clubs as 
a means of involving more parents and friends in the program. 
A majority indicated that they seldom or never asked 
parents• help on the occasion of fund-raising for uniforms 
or other expenses. 
Most of the teachers indicated that the community did 
not exert pressure on their bands, orchestras or individuals 
to win high ratings in contests. A total of 44.4 per cent 
indicated that the community desired to have the instrumen-
tal program represented in community events, parades, and 
such local events. 
Nelson (29) conducted a comparative survey for the 
purpose of studying existing conditions, techniques, and 
schedules with a desire to plan for a more efficient ins.tru-
mental music program for the Oak Park, Illinois, Public 
Schools. The communities surveyed were located in the 
surrounding states and were comparable to Oak Park, 
Illinois, in size and background. 
The data resulting were obtained through the personal 
~nbcrview and questionnaire technique. Twenty-two school 
systems were visited by Nelson and another twenty-five were 
I 
I 
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sent questionnaires. The categories investigated were as 
follows: (1) music program, (2) faculty, (3) scheduling, 
(4) equipment, and (5) financing. 
Nelson (29:64) found that, with regard to the music 
program, sixty per cent of the communities surveyed offered 
tonette instruction. Twenty per cent offered class piano 
instruction. 
Approximately twenty per cent of the communities had 
poor instrumental balance with a particular weakness in the 
strings. Another twenty per cent reported excellent, well-
balanced programs with strings strongly stressed. 
Over fifty per cent of the communities reported that 
they had 11 all-city" orchestras and bands. 
Music contests were reported to have lost most of 
their former prestige and attraction while the festival 
had gained in popularity. 
With regard to scheduling, Nelson (29:82) found that 
most instrumental teaching began at the fourth or fifth 
grade levels. Practically no beginning instruction was 
offered at th~ high school level. 
Instruction on like instruments was most popular 
while mixed instrumental instruction was used considerably 
~hen three classes or more per week were available. Most 
of the schools di~ utilize 
t .l t instruc J.1~ns · priva e 
'i 
I\ I 
\ 
\ 
combinations of the class and 
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Practically all band and orchestra rehearsals were 
conducted during school hours. The average number of 
rehearsals per week was three while the average length of 
the rehearsal was fifty minutes. 
Instrumental lessons were given during school hours 
in all but one community surveyed. 
Investigation of faculty by Nelson {29:88) showed 
that the trend towards the 6-3-3 organization of grades 
was strong. It was learned that too many instrumental 
music teachers were compelled to travel from school to 
school because of the music teacher shortage. Also, much 
time was wasted in non-instructional duties. Combination 
teaching {vocal and instrumental) was commonplace, while 
few music teachers possessed the background necessary for 
teaching thusly. ·Ninety per cent of the communities 
reported regular staff meetings and that staff members 
frequently took part in professional activities not con-
nected with teaching. 
Instruments and equipment {29:96) must be provided 
for generously if the program is to be musieally and edu-
cationally significant. The 1tunusual 11 instruments were 
to receive first priority with particular emphasis on 
strings. It was found that schools having an abundant 
supply of school instruments are usually the ones that 
also had an excellent total enrollment in instrumental 
music. 
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A number of schools reported an urgent need for more 
teaching space. Other needs were orchestra and band risers~ 
practice-rooms~ larger stages in auditoriums~ instrumental 
storage cabinets, band uniforms, and better music libraries. 
In finance (29:112) it was found that most offue 
communities were not contributing adequate funds through 
the school budget and that music departments were dependent 
upon funds to supplement the school budget. A few communi-
ties received up to seventy per cent of their funds from 
outside organizations. Funds were used for ~ransportation, 
new instruments, repairs, music scholarships, and summer 
music camps. 
Nelson (29:113) found that the Oak Park Illinois, 
instrumental music program compared favorably to those 
surveyed, especially in the development of orchestras. 
Oak Park was found in need of more school-owned instruments 
and also an expansion of the music library. Salaries for 
teachers in Oak Park were found to be comparatively lower 
than in many of the communities surveyed. 
Nelson (29:114) recommended that future investiga-
tions of this type should consider a maximum number of 
personal interviews as opposed to the forwarding of question-
naires.· 
Mueller (28) explored the organization and adminis-
tration of beginning groups in instrumental music for the 
purpose of discovering a workable plan which might be 
utilized to render a more effective program for the com-
munity i~ which the writer was employed. The research 
technique was utilized for the purpose of gathering data. 
Numerous books and periodicals were the sources of infor-
mation upon which this study was based. 
The areas investigated were as follows: (1) the use 
of class instruction in instrumental music, (2) class 
instruction of preparatory instruments, (3) class instruc-
tion of stringed instruments, (4) class instruction of wind 
and percussion instruments, and (5) grade school ensembles. 
Mueller (28:88) found that the selection of students 
for class instruction should be based upon the following: 
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(1) preparatory instruments, such as, the tonette, (2) talent 
tests, (3) physical tests, (4) emotional and temperamental 
adaption, (5) financial considerations, and (6) balance of 
instruction necessary for future success. 
Mueller (28:89) further stated that string classes 
should rate priority because of the acute problems in teach-
ing them, namely, the unhealthy attitude on the part of 
students because pf the popularity of the band, plus the 
complexities in mastery of a stringed instrument. It was 
further stated that the stringed instruments are a rather 
homogeneous group and that class instruction in string~ can 
be accomplished comparatively successfully by combining 
them in~one class. 
,· 
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Mueller (28:89) continued by describing the importance 
of the proper assignment of instruments of the wind families. 
Physical qualifications necessary for each wind instrument 
requires careful assignment of students and homogeneous 
grouping during the early stages of the pupils1 development. 
Individual attention is a' requisite. 
Mueller (28:91) further stated that careful control 
of instrumentation for performing groups must be exerted. 
A planned program bordering on the uquota system 11 was 
.., 
strongly recommended. 
Mueller (28:92) concluded that ensemble groups 
should be organized first by placing all beginners in one 
large group and eventually breaking this group into smaller 
units as the range of abilities of the children began to 
spread. Ensembles maintained interest among pupils and 
served as an advertisement for the program and for the 
purpose of recruiting new members each year. 
Carey (24) conducted a study which was to serve as 
a handbook or guide for vocal music teachers which have 
been called upon to assist or actually do instrumental 
teaching in the grades. This thesis presented a history 
of instrumental music in America and then went directly 
into the factors which constitute the elementary school 
instrumental program. The information contained in this 
work was assembled from various reference books, but a lack 
of footnotes made it virtually impossible to pinpoint the 
source of any one factor. 
Findings wer.e as follows: 
1. Music teachers dislike teaching in elementary 
schools because of the difficulty of later placement at a 
higher grade level: 
2. Music teachers dislike teaching in ·elementary 
schools because of the lack of funds and facilities at 
this level. 
3. Rhythm band and eurhythmics should be started 
in the first grade. 
4. All pupils should have a piano background. 
5. Tonette or similar pre-instrumental devices 
serve a useful purpose in preparing children for the 
actual study of a musical instrument. 
6. The child should commence study of the cornet, 
clarinet, violin or small drum during the second half of 
the fourth grade or the first half of the fifth grade. 
7. The violin should be started a year before other 
instruments if possible. 
8. Music aptitude tests should be given to deter-
mine the capabilities of each child. 
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9. All children should be started with class lessons 
and later transferred to private lessons if at all finan-
cially possible. 
Good toneJ a knowledge of notes and their valuesJ 
articulation marks, dynamicsJ scales and their key signa-
ture~ and phrasing are the fundamentals to be mastered at 
the elementary school level. 
Carey (24:190) suggested that there should be (1) more 
attention given to grades one, two, and three; (2) more les-
sons per week; (3) more instruments furnished by the school; 
(4) more attention paid to small sized instruments; (5) more 
special instrumental teachers; (6) more ensembles; 
(7) increased opportunities for public performance; and 
(8) better selection of materials for the various organiza-
tions. 
CHAPTER III 
TECHNIQUE AND PROCEDURES 
In order to evaluate outstanding elementary schoo~ 
band programs throughout the Continental United States, it 
was first necessary to determine the method best suited for 
the selection of such programs. 
I. NOMINATION OF OUTSTANDING ELEMENTARY 
SCHOOL BAND PROGRAMS 
The nomination form was chosen as the device best 
suited for the selection of outstanding elementary school 
band programs. The nomination forms were forwarded to a 
prominent music educator from each State who was to nominate 
the communities within the State known to have such programs. 
The Presidents of the State organizations of the Music 
Educators National Associations were chosen as most suitable 
for the purpose of nominating such programs for the follow-
ing reasons: (1) uniformity would prevail, thus lending an 
air of objectivity and impartiality to a highly subjective 
venture, (2) election to this high office implied that the 
individual enjoyed the confidence of his associates, both 
as to professional standing and character, and (3) this 
position of prominence assured a wide knowledge of acti-
vities within the state relative to music education. 
Through the cooperation of the office of Vanett 
Lawler, Secretary, Music Educators National Conference, 
Washington, D. c., a master list of the Presidents of 
the State Organizations was obtained. This master list 
included both the names and addresses of the State Presi-
dents. Copies of letters of transmittal sent to the 
Presidents are to be f0und in Appendix A. 
25 
In Marcp, 1959, copies of nomination forms were sent 
to the Presid~nts of the forty-eight State Organizations. 
They were requested to nominate six (or less) communities 
within their jurisdiction known to have outstanding elemen-. 
tary school band programs and to include the names and 
addresses of the music supervisors concerned. A self-
addressed, stamped envelope was included with each nomina-
tion form. 
After a time lapse of five weeks, a follow-up letter, 
a second copy of the nomination form and a self-addressed, 
stamped envelope were sent to those State Presidents who had 
pot yet responded to the first request. Copies of the 
letters of transmittal may be found in Appendix B. 
Table I shows the number of nomination forms sent and 
the number and percentage of nomination forms which were 
retu~ned in time for use in this survey. 
TABLE I 
NOMINATION FORM RETURNS FROM PRESIDENTS OF 
STATE MUSIC EDUCATORS• ASSOCIATIONS 
26 
Number Number Percentage 
Conference Division Sent Returned of Return 
Northwest 5 4 80.0 
Western 4 4 100.0 
North Central 10 7 70.0 
Southwestern 7 7 100.0 
Southern 11 9 81.8 
Eastern 11 8 72.7 
Total 48 39 81.3 
The high percentage of returns indicated a genuine 
interest in this study in addition to the sense of respon-
sibility exhibited by the State Presidents. 
The percentage of returns from the Conference Divi-
sions were as follows: Northwest, 80.0 per cent; Western, 
100.0 per cent; North Central, 70.0 per cent; Southwestern, 
100.0 per cent; Southern, 82.8 per cent; and Eastern, 72.z 
per cent. 
Of the forty-eight nomination forms sent, thirty-
nine were returned. This represents a total response of 
81.3 per cent. 
The master list containing the names and addresses 
of the Presidents of the State Organizations of the Music 
Educators National Associations may be found in Appendix c. 
II. COLLECTION OF DATA 
For the purpose of this study, data were gathered 
through the questionnaire technique. 
The questionnaire. The questionnaire was highly 
objective in nature. An attempt was made to include every 
important factor relative to elementary school band pro-
grams. The first step in this process was to explore as 
many published and unpublished works as possible which were 
related to the organization and administration of elemen-
tary school band programs. An examination was made of the 
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following books, yearbooks, and periodicals: Nor.mann, 
Theodore F., Instrumental Music in the Public Schools, 
Hindsley, Mark H., School Band~ Orchestra Administration, 
Yearbooks of the Music Educators National Conference, Music 
Educators Journal, and ~ Instrumentalist. 
A list of factors pertaining to the elementary school 
band program were compiled from the above sources. These 
factors comprised the ~irst draft of the questionnaire. 
Ref:~nement of the questionnaire. The first draft of 
the questionnaire ~as forwarded to several prominent educa-
tors in the Boston,Massachusetts, area. These individuals, 
to a large extent, were music educators but also included 
two elementary school principals and one school superin-
tendent. As a result, several additional factors were 
included and other suggestions, pertaining to organization, 
were incorporated. 
During the Spring of 1959, the questionnaire was 
submitted to a seminar of graduate students in music educa-
tion at Boston University. Additional improvements were 
effected. 
Finally, three faculty members at Boston University 
met with the investigator. At this meeting the last refine-
ments were made, thus completing the final draft of the 
~uestionnaire. A copy of the questionnaire may be found 
in Appendix H. 
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A random sampling was taken from the nomination forms 
which had been returned by the Presidents of the State Music 
Educators Associations. The random sampling was taken with 
specific considerations in mind. These considerations were: 
(1) to provide for an equitable distribution of participants 
among the six Conference Divisions of the Music Educators 
National Conference; (2) to choose, wherever possible, four 
communities from each par~icipating State; and (3) to com-
pensate for those participating States with three or less 
nominated communities by selecting a fifth community from 
another State within the same Conference Division. 
In May, 1959, copies of the questionnaire were sent 
to the music supervisors in the selected communities. They 
were requested to evaluate the suggested factors in terms 
of their actual application to the communities' elementary 
school band program. The music supervisors were further 
requested to provide specific information related to many 
of the factors. 
Five weeks later, on June 5, ~959, a follow-up letter, 
another copy of the questionnaire, and ~ self-addressed, 
' 
stamped envelope were sent to those music supervisors of 
the selected communities who had not yet responded to the 
first request. Copies of the letters of transmittal are 
to be found in Appendix D. 
Table II shows the number of questionnaires sent and 
the number and percentage of questionnaires which were 
returned in time for use in this survey. 
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The percentage of returns from each of the Conference 
Divisions were as follows: Northwest, 62.5 per cent; 
Western, 60.0 per cent; North Central, 50.0 per cent; 
Southwestern, 64.0 per cent; Southern, 56.0 per cent; and 
Eastern, 61.3 per cent. 
Of the one hundred and thirty-six questionnaires 
sent, eighty were returned. This represents a total 
response of 58.8 per cent. 
A master list containing the names and addresses of 
the music supervisors, who were invited to participate in 
the survey, may be1found in Appendix E. 
III. STATISTICS 
The nomination fo~ being of simple design, needed 
no statistical computation. The questionnaire, however, 
was complex in structure. The rating scale employed in 
the questionnaire was as follows: 
4 .... is applicable and of great importance to this 
community's elementary school band program. 
3 is applicable and of importance to this com-
munity's elementary school band program. 
2 •••• is applicable but of little importance to this 
community's elementary school band program. 
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TABLE II 
QUESTIONNAIRE RETURNS FROM SELECTED COMMUNITIES 
HAVING OUTSTANDING ELEMENTARY 
SCHOOL BAND PROGRAMS 
Number Number Percentage 
Conference Division Sent Returned of Return 
Northwest 16 10 62.5 
Western 15 9 60.0 
North Central 24 12 50.0 
Southwestern 25 16 64.0 
Southern 25 14 56.0 
Eastern 31 19 61.3 
Total 136 80 58.8 
1 .... is applicable but of no importance to this 
community's elementary-school band program. 
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D .... is applicable and has proved to be detrimental 
to this community's elementary school band 
program. 
X .••• is not applicable in any way to this commun-
ity~elementary school band program. 
Examination of the above rating scale discloses that 
a numerical evaluation indicates the degree of importance 
' 
for applicable Factors, i.~., 4, of great importance; 3, of 
importance; 2, of little importance; and 1, of no importance. 
Tabulation forms were drawn so that the cumulative 
data for each Factor could be recorded according to the 
rating of importance attributed to it. 
Mean index computation. Mean index computation was 
chosen as a device well-suited for determining the relative 
importance of each Factor. This method provided a means 
for showing how the music supervisors, as a body, rated 
each of the applicable Factors. 
The mean ratings for each Factor were computed'in 
the following standard manner: 
1. In each rating of importance, the total frequency 
for each Factor was multiplied by the value assigned to it. 
2. The sum of the products was divided by the total 
number of music rating the Factor. The quotient resulting 
was the mean index rating for the Factor. 
Thus, an example of the mean index computation is as 
follows: 
the 
Scale: 2 . 1 
Responses received 
Computation 
4 
20 
80 
3 
30 
90 
18 
36 
12 - 80 
12 = 218 
218/80 = 2.73 
Ratings of importance were assigned to areas within 
mean index scale as tollows: 
4 = 3.50 to 4.00 = of great importance 
3 = 2.50 to 3.49 = of importance 
2 = 1.50 to 2.49 = of little importance 
1 = 1.00 to 1.49 = of no importance 
33 
Therefore, the above example of the mean index rating 
for a hypothetical Factor was 2. 73 or 11 of importance. 11 All 
Factors in the questionnaire received a mean index ratin~ 
and were reported fully in the following Chapters. 
Those Factors rated as not applicable were designated 
as nxn on the rating scale. Such Factors were to be regarded 
as meaningless to the respondee for the following reasons: 
1. Insufficient time or personnel to enforce the 
Factor. In this instance, the Factor was regarded as 
expendable. 
2. The music supervisor considered the Factor worth-
less. 
The tabulation for.ms previously discussed also con-
tained the cumulative data for Factors rated as not 
applicable. 
Percentage computation. Percentage computation was 
also chosen as a method for determining the value of each , 
Factor. This was accomplished through the following stan-
dard procedure: 
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1. The number of music supervisors rating a Factor 
as "X" {not applicable) was subtracted from the total number 
of music supervisors. 
2. The sum of the product was divided by the total 
number of music supervisors. The quotient resulting was 
the percentage rating for that Factor. 
An example of percentage computation is as follows: 
Scale: 
Responses received 
4 3 2 
10 15 16 
Computation 
80 - 34 = 46 
1 
3 
46 / 80 = 57.5 per cent 
D X 
2 34 = 80 
Ratings of application were assigned to areas within 
the percentage scale as follows: 
70.0 to 100.0 = a high percentage of application 
55.0 to 69.9 = a creditable percentage of application 
40.0 to 54.9 = a reasonable percentage of application 
00.0 to 39.9 = a low percentage of application 
Therefore, the preceding example of the percentage 
rating for a hypothetical Factor was 57.5 per cent, a 
creditable percentage of application. All Factors in the 
questionnaire received percentage ratings and were reported 
fully. 
' Sub-factors. 'Certain of the Factors to be explored 
were complex in nature and could not, as singular entities, 
contribute greatly to the investigative process. An 
attempt was made to evaluate those considerations related 
to those Factors in greater detail by creating additional 
Factors, henceforth to be known as Sub-factors. The Sub-
factors were listed directly under the related Factors and 
were enumerated alphabetically in the questionnaire. 
The 'statistical technique employed for the Sub-
factors was substantially the same as that used for the 
Factors, viz., computation of mean index ratings and per-
centages·of application. However, it is to be noted that 
the percentages of application accorded to the Sub-factors 
were computed on the basis of+the number of respondees 
utilizing the related Factor rather than the total number 
of respondees. 
Those Factors rated as 11 applicable and detrimental" 
to the elementary school band program were designated as 
11D11 on the rating scale. Statistical computation for 
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detrimental Factors was not attempted. However~ references 
to these were included in the following Chapters. 
A section of the questionnaire was devoted to general 
information relative to population~ socio-economic status~ 
number of elementary schools~ and length of the school day. 
The general information section was not designed. to contri-
bute to the investigative process but rather to present an 
overall view of the communities involved in this study. 
General information was extracted from the questionnaires 
and may be found in Appendix F. 
IV. SUMMARY 
In this Chapter~ an outline has been presented of 
the technique and procedures used in this survey. Included 
are the following: (1) the development of the nomination 
form and questionnaire, (2) the refinement of the question-
naire, (3) the selection of participanta from the returned 
nomination forms, (4) the collection of data, and (5) the 
statistical treatment of the data. 
In the following Chapters, all conclusions were 
based upon a comparison of the mean index rating and the 
percentage of application for each Factor .• 
CHAPTER IV 
FINDINGS RELATED TO THE SELECTION OF STUDENTS 
In this Chapter, findings relative to the selection 
of students were organized into three categories. These 
categories were as follows: (1) to ascertain the relative 
importance of the Factors through the computation of mean 
/ 
index ratings; (2) to determine the percentages of applica-
tion for the Factors; and (3) to present those Factors which 
were accorded detrimental responses by the participants. 
I. FACTORS RELATED TO THE SELECTION OF STUDENTS 
Ratings of importance. Table III shows the Factors 
related to the selection of students and their ratings 
accorded by the participants in this study. Of these, the 
following were rated "of great importanceu: Factor 10, 
instrumental demonstration for all pupils; and 13, con-
sultation with parents of prospective band players. 
Factors which were adjudged "of importance 11 include 
the following: Factor 1, rhythm instrument experiences in 
the primary grades; 2, pre-band instruments, such as tonette 
and flutophone, required of all pupils; 3, pre-band instru-
ments, such as tonette and flutophone, offered on an elec-
tive basis to all pupils; 4, consultation with vocal super-
visor as a means of screening potential band students; 
No. 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
,. 
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TABLE III 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
FACTORS RELATED TO SELECTION OF STUDENTS 
Factors 
Rhythm instrument experiences 
in the primary grades 
Pre-band instruments, such as 
tonette and flutophone of 
all pupils 
Pre-band instruments, such as 
tonette and flutophone 
offered on an elective 
basis to all pupils 
Consultation with vocal super-
visor as a means of screen-
ing potential band students 
Screening of I. Q. tests for 
the purpose of locating 
potential band pupils 
Administering of 11 Seashore 11 
or similar tests to all 
pupils 
Administering of "Seashore" 
or similar tests to those 
pupils interested in·the band 
Physical adaption testing for 
all pupils 
Physical adaption testing for 
interested pupils 
Instrument demonstration for 
all pupils 
Ratings of 
Importance 
4 3 2 1 
15 
15 
11 
17 
20 
18 
12 
8 
31 
52 
23 
4 
8 
14 
18 
12 
3 
3 
11 
15 
19 
7 
6 
13 
11 
7 
9 
6 
10 
3 
10 
7 
7 
7 
5 
8 
5 
6 
3 
1 
(Continued on the following page) 
Mean 
Ratings 
2.64 
2.82 
2.72 
2.80 
2.98 
2.89 
2.76 
2.57 
3.27 
3.66 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Factor 
1, rhythm instrument experiences in the primary grades, was 
accorded a 11 4~~' (of great importance) rating by fifteen par-
ticipants; a 11 3 11 (of importance) rating b:y twenty-three 
participants; a 11 2 11 (of little importance) rating by nine-
teen participants; and a 11 1 11 (of no importance) rating by 
ten participants. A mean index rating of 2.64 was attri-
buted to the Factor. 
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TABLE III (continued) 
Ratings of 
Importance Mean 
No. Factors 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
11 Instrument demonstration for 
interested pupils 38 8 2 2 3.44 
12 Instrument demonstration for 
parents 29 12 9 2 3.31 
13 Consultation with parents of 
prospective band players 50 16 4 4 3.51 
14 Selective choice of students 
based upon testing results 27 18 4 1 3.42 
15 All pupils allowed to partici-
pate in program regardless 
4 of testing results 22 13 10 3.08 
16 Beginning pupils restricted to 
the basic instruments of 
each family 12 13 5 1 3.16 
17 An attempt at complete instru-
mentation at the very 
beginning 13 18 10 5 2.86 
18 All students may study instru-
ment of their own choice 22 29 . 9 2 3.05 
19 An attempt to influence stu-
dents and parents in the 
42 selection of instrument 27 4 1 3-35 
20 Quota system used to determine 
instrumentation 9 13 6 3 2.90 
21 Student given no choice of 
instruments 0 1 1 4 1.50 
5, screening of I. Q. tests for the purpose of locating 
potential band pupils; 7, administering of "Seashore" or 
similar tests to those pupils interested in the band; 8, 
physical adaption testing for all pupils; 9, physical 
adaption testing for all interested pupils; 11, instrument 
demonstration for interested pupils; 12, instrument demon-
stration for parents; 14, selective choice of students 
based upon testing results; 15, all pupils allowed to 
participate in program regardless of testing results; 
16~ beginning pupils restricted to basic instruments of 
each family; 17, an attempt at complete instrumentation 
at the very beginning; 18, all students may study instru-
ment of their own choice; 19, an attempt to influence 
students and parents in the selection of instruments; and 
20, quota system used to determine instrumentation. 
Factor 21, students given no choice of instruments, 
was ''of little importance. " 
Of the twenty-one Factors related to the selection 
of students, two were rated "of great importance, 11 eighteen 
were adjudged "of importance," and one was rated 11 of little 
importance. 11 
Percentages of application. Table IV indi.cates that 
the Factors related to the selection of students varied in 
terms of percentages of application. 
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No. 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
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TABLE IV 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RATINGS FOR FACTORS 
RELATED TO THE SELECTION OF STUDENTS 
Factors D 
Rhythm instrument experiences 
in the primary grades 0 
Pre-band instruments, such as 
tonette and flutophone 
required of all pupils 0 
Pre-band instruments., such as 
tonette and flutophone 
offered on an elective 
basis to all pupils 2 
Consultation with vocal super-
visor as a means of screen-
ing potential band students 0 
Screening ·of I. Q. tests for 
the purpose of locating 
potential band pupils 1 
Administering of "Seashoren 
or similar tests to all 
pupils 0 
Administering of "Seashore" 
or similar tests to those 
pupils interested in band 0 
Physical adaption testing 
for all pupils 1 
Physical adaption testing 
for interested pupils 0 
Instrument demonstration 
for all pupils 1 0 
Instrument demonstration 
for interested pupils 0 
X 
13 
47 
29 
25 
35 
51 
56 
25 
9 
30 
A 
67 
33 
35 
51 
55 
45 
29 
24 
55 
71 
50 
(Continued on the following page) 
Percentage of 
Application 
83.7 
41.2 
68.7 
56.2 
36.2 
30.0 
68.7 
88.7 
62.5 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Factor 
1, rhythm instrument experiences in the primary grades, was 
accorded a 11D11 (detrimental) response by none of the parti-
cipants· an nxn (not applicable) response by thirteen parti-
cipants! and an n A" (applicable) response by sixty-seven 
partici~ants. The percentage of application was 83.7. 
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TABLE IV {continued) 
Percentage of 
No. Factors D X A Application 
12 Instrument demonstration 
for parents 0 28 52 65.0 
13 Consultation with parents 
of prospective band 
players 0 6 74 92.5 
14 Selective choice of students I 
based upon testing results 1 29 51 63.7 
15 All pupils allowed to parti-
cipate in program regard-
24 less of testing results 7 56 70.0 
16 Beginning pupils restricted 
to the basic instruments 
of each family 3 46 34 42.5 
17 An attempt at complete 
instrumentation at the 
very .beginning 5 29 51 63.7 
18 All students may study 
instrument of their 
own choice 4 14 66 82.5 
19 An attempt to influence 
students and parents 
in the selection of 
instrument 2 4 76 95.0 
20 Quota system used to deter-
mine instrumentation 1 47 33 40.0 
21 Student given no choice of 
instrument 4 70 10 12.5 
Factors 10, instrument demonstration for all pupils, 
and 13, consultation with parents of prospective band 
players, were rated 11of great importance" and received 
high percentages of application. 
Many of the Factors were adjudged nof importance 11 
and received high percentages of application. They were 
as follows: 'Factors 1, rhythm instrument experiences in 
the primary grades; 15, all pupils allowed to participate 
in the program regardless of testing results; 18, all 
students may study instrument of their own choice; and 
19, an attempt to influence students and parents in the 
selection of instruments. 
Many F~ctors rated 11 of great importancen displayed 
creditable percentages of application and were as fol.lows: 
Factors 4, consultation with vocal supervisor as a means of 
screening potential band students; 5, s.creening of I. Q. 
tests for the purpose of locating potential band pupils; 
6, administering of nseashore" or similar tests to all 
pupils; 9, physical adaption testing for interested pupils; 
11, instrument demonstration for interested pupils; 12, 
instrument demonstration for parents; 14, selective choice 
' or students based upon testing results; and 17, an attempt 
at complete instrumentation at the very beginning. 
A few Factors ad.)udged 11 of importance" received 
reasonaole percentages of application and were the 
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following: Factors 2, pre-band instruments, such as tonette 
and flutophone, required of all pupils; 3, pre-band instru--
ments, such as tonette and flutophone, offered on an elec-
tive basis to all pupils; 16, beginning pupils restricted 
to the basic instruments of each family; and 20, quota 
system used to determine instrumentation. 
Those Factors rated nof importance 11 which displayed 
low pe~centages of application were Factors 7, administer-
ing of nseashore 11 or similar tests to those pupils inter-
ested in band, and 8, physical adaption testing for all 
pupils. 
Factor 21, student given no choice of instruments, 
was adjudged 'tof little importance 11 and displayed a low 
percentage of application. 
Of the twenty-one Factors related to the selection 
of students, two rated "of great importancen received h:Lgh 
percentages of application; four adjudged "of importance 11 
also displayed high percentages of application; eight 
rated 11 of importance" exhibited creditable percentages 
of application; four adjudged "of importancen received 
reasonable percentages of application; two classified nof 
importance'' displayed low percentages of application; and 
one rated "of little importance" received a low percentage 
of application. 
Detrimental responses. Table IV shows the Factors 
related to the selection of students which were accorded 
detrimental responses by the participants. They were as 
follows: Factors 3, pre-band instruction, such as tonette 
and flutophone, offered on an elective basis to all pupils; 
5, screening of I. Q. tests for the purpose of locating 
potential band pupils; 8, physical adaption testing for 
all pupils; 14, selective choice of students based upon 
testing results; 15, all pupils allowed to participate 
in program regardless of testing results; 16, beginning 
pupils restricted to the basic instruments of each family; 
17, an attempt at complete instrumentation at the very 
beginning; 18, all students may study instrument of their 
own choice; 19, an attempt to influence students and 
parents in the selection of instrument; 20, quota system 
used to determine instrumentation; and 21, student given 
no choice of instrument. The above Factors which related 
to the selection of students were accorded detrimental 
responses by less than ten per cent of the respondents. 
II. SUMMARY 
In this Chapter, findings relative to the selection 
of students were explored to determine the relative impor-
tance of each Factor through the computation of mean index 
ratings and percentages of application. 
, 
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Factors which were accorded detrimental responses by 
the participants were introduced. 
The results were repo~ted in tabular form and each 
table was fully interpreted and summarized within the 
text. 
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CHAPTER V 
FINDINGS RELATED TO INSTRUCTION 
' In this Chapter, findings relative to the instruc-
tion of students were organized into six categories. These 
categories were as follows: (1) to ascertain the relative 
importance of each Factor through the computation of mean 
index ratings; (2) to determine the percentage of applica-
tion for .each Factor; (3) to ascertain the relative impor-
tance of the Sub-factors wh~ch related to eight of the 
Factors through the computation of mean index ratings; 
(4) to determine the percentage of application for the 
Sub-factors which related to eight of the Factors; and 
(5) to present those Factors which were accorded detri-
-
mental responses by the participants. 
I. FACTORS RELATED TO INSTRUCTION 
Ratings of importance. Table V shows the Factors 
related to instruction and their ratings accorded by the 
participants in this study. Of these, the following were 
rated ttof great importance 11 : Factors 23, band instruction 
begins at the fourth grade level; 26, homogeneous class 
lessons during school hours; 27, heterogeneous class les-
sons during school hours; 28, private lessons during 
. 
school hours; 29, homogeneous class lessons not during 
TABLE V 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
FACTORS RELATED TO INSTRUCTION 
Ratings of 
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Importance Mean 
No. Factors 
22 Band instruction begins at the 
third grade level 
23 Band instruction begins at the 
fourth grade level 
24 Band instruction begins at the 
fifth grade level 
25 Band instruction begins at the 
sixth grade level 
26 Homogeneous class lessons 
during school hours 
27 Heterogeneous class lessons 
during school hours 
28 Private lessons during school 
hours 
29 Homogeneous class lessons not 
during school hours 
30 Heterogeneous class lessons 
not during school hours 
31 Private lessons not during 
school hours 
32 Classes organized according 
to grade level 
33 Classes organized with stu-
dents of varied ages and 
abilities~ thus requiring 
graded music 
4 3 2 1 Ratings 
4 1 3 2 
33 6 1 1 
42 11 3 1 
22 8 7 0 
34 2 1 0 
43 6 2 1 
18 1 0 0 
5 2 0 0 
7 4 0 0 
26 5 1 0 
28 8 4 0 
15 7 6 0 
2.70 
3.73 
3.47 
3.41 
3.89 
3.75 
3-95 
3.71 
3.64 
3.78 
3.60 
3.32 
(Continued on the following page) 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Factor 
22~ band instruction begins at the.third grade level~ was 
accorded a 11411 (of great importance) rating by four parti-
cipants; a lt'3ll (of importance) rating by one participant; 
112 11 (of little importance) rating by three participants; 
and a 11 1 11 (of no importance) rating by two participants. 
A mean index rating of 2.70 was attributed to the Factor. 
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TABLE V (Continued) 
Ratings of 
Importance Mean 
No. Factors 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
34 Classes organized according to 
abilities of students, regard-
less of grade level 38 4 1 0 3.86 
35 Private lessons mandatory for 
all pupils 5 4 0 0 3.56 
36 Pupils encouraged to study 
privately 48 12 6 0 3.64 
37 Provision for students to 
participate at an inter-
mediate level of achieve-
ment 57 8 2 0 3.82 
3.8 Provision for students to 
participate at an advanced 
level of achievement 59 5 0 0 3.92 
39 Progress report to parents 41 9 2 0 3.75 
40 Approximate percentage o£ 
drop-outs during first 
year 17 2 0 1 3.75 
school hours; 30,-heterogeneous class lessons not during 
school hours; 31, private lessons not during school hours; 
32, class organized according to grade level; 34, classes 
organized according to abilities of students regardless of 
grade level; 35, private lessons mandatory for all pupils; 
36, pupils encouraged to study privately; 37, provision 
for students to participate at an intermediate level of 
achievement; 38, provision for students to participate at 
an advanced level of achievement; 39, progress report to 
parents; and 40, approximate percentage of drop-outs 
during first year. 
The Factors adjudged trof importance" were the 
following: Factors 22, band instruction begins at the 
thi.rd grade level; 24, band instruction begins at the 
fifth grade level; 25, band instruction begins at the 
sixth grade level; 33, classes organized with students 
of varied ages and abilities, thus requiring graded 
music. 
Of the nineteen Factors related to instruction that 
were investigated, fifteen were rated "of great importance 11 
while four were adjudged "of importance." 
Percentages of application. Table VI shows that the 
Factors related to instruction which were rated "of great 
importance" varied considerably in terms of percentages of 
application among the respondees. 
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TABLE VI 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR 
FACTORS RELATED TO INSTRUCTION 
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No. Factors 
Percentage of 
D X A Applic··ation 
22 Band instruction begins at the 
third grade level 
23 Band instruction begins at the 
fourth grade level 
24 Band instruction begins at the 
fifth grade level 
25 Band instruction begins at the 
sixth grade level 
26 Homogeneous class lessons 
during school hours 
27 Heterogeneous class lessons 
during school hours 
28 Private lessons during 
school hours 
29 Homogeneous class lessons 
not during school hours 
30 Heterogeneous class lessons 
not during school hours 
31 Private lessons not during 
school hours 
32 Classes organized according 
to grade level 
33 Classes organized with stu-
dents of varied ages and 
abilities, thus requiring 
graded music 
34 ~Classes organized according 
to abilities of students, 
regardless of grade level 
2 68 12 
1 38 42 
0 23 57 
0 43 47 
0 43 47 
0 27 53 
0 61 19 
0 73 7 
0 69 11 
0 45 35 
3 33 47 
1 48 32 . 
0 33 47 
(Continued on the following page) 
15.0 
52.5 
71.2 
46.2 
46.2 
66.2 
23.7 
8.7 
13.4 
43.7 
58.7 
40.0 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Factor 
22, band instruction begins at the third grade level, was· 
accorded a 11D11 (detrimental) response by two participants; 
an "xtt (not applicable) response by sixty-eight participants; 
and an 11 A11 (applicable) response· by twelve participants. 
The percentage of application was 15.0. 
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TABLE VI (continued) 
Percentage of 
No. Factors D X A Application 
35 Private lessons mandatory for 
all pupils 1 66 14 17.5 
36 Pupils encouraged to study 
privately 0 11 69 86.2 
37 Provision for students to 
participate at an inter-
mediate level of achieve-
.ment 0 9 71 88.7 
38 Provision for students to 
participate at an advanced 
67 level of achievement 0 13 83.7 
39 Progress report to parents 0 28 52 65.0 
40 Approximate percentage of 
drop-outs during first 
year 0 12 68 85.0 
Those Factors rated 11 of great importancen which 
received high percentages of application were as follows: 
Factors 36, pupils encouraged to study privately; 37, pro-
vision for students to participate at an intermediate level 
of achievement; 38, provision for students to participate 
at an advanced level of achievement; and 40, approximate 
percentage of drop-outs during first year. 
A few Factors rated nof great importance 11 showed 
creditable percentages of application among the partici-
pants. These were: Factors 27, heterogeneous class 
lessons during school hours; 32, classes organized accord-
ing to grade level; 34, classes organized according to 
abilities of students, regardless of grade level; and 
39, progress report to parents. 
Those Factors rated nof great importance" which dis-
closed reasonable percentages .of application were as fol-
lows: Factors 23, band instruction begins at the fourth 
grade level; 26, homogeneous class lessons during school 
hours; and 31, private lessons not during school hours. 
Certain Factors were rated 'rof great importance 11 
but exhibited low percentages of application. These were: 
Factors 28, private lessons during school hours; 29, homo-
geneous class 'lessons not during school hours; 30, hetero-
geneous class lessons not during school hours; and 35, 
private lessons mandatory for all pupils. 
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Table VI indicates that the Factors adjudged "of 
importanc'e •r also varied greatly in terms of percentages 
of application. 
Factor 24~ band instruction begins at the fifth 
grade level~ not only was considered 11 of importance" but 
also demonstrated a high percentage of application. 
Factors pronounced nor importance't which displayed 
reasonable percentages of application were as follows: 
Factors 25~ band instruction pegins at the sixth grade 
leveL and 33~ classes organized with students of varied 
ages and abilities~ thus requiring graded music. 
Factor 22~ band instruction begins at the third 
grade level~ was adjudged 11of importancen but showed a 
low percentage of application. 
Of the nineteen Factors related to instruc~ion 
investigated~ as to percentages of application~ five rated 
"of great importance" were designated as high; three 
adjudged nor great importance't were classified as cre-
ditable; three rated 11 of great importance" were designated 
as reasonable; four adjudged "of gJ?eat importance 11 were 
classified as low; one rated 11of importancen was accorded 
a high; two adjudged "of importance" were designated as 
reasonable; and one rated nor importance" was accorded a· 
low. 
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Detrimental responses. Table VI shows the Factors 
related to instruction which were accorded detrimental 
responses by the participants. They we·re as follows: 
Factors 22, band instruction begins at the third grade 
level; 23, band instruction begins at the fourth grade 
level; 32, classes organized according to grade level; 
33, classes organized with students of varied ages and 
ab~lities, thus required graded music; and 35, private 
lessons mandatory for all pupils. Less than ten per 
cent of the respondents accorded detrimental responses 
to each of the above faeto~s which related to instruction. 
II. SUB-FACTORS RELATED TO INSTRUCTION 
In this Chapter, eight Factors were to be investi-
gated in grea~er detail. These factors were the follow-
ing: Factors 26, homogeneous class lessons during school 
hours; 27, .heterogeneous class lessons during school hours; 
28, private lessons during school hours; 29, homogeneous 
class lessons not during school hours; 30, heterogeneous 
class lessons not during school hours; 31, private lessons 
not during school yours; 39, progress reports to parents; 
and 40, approximate percentage of drop-outs during first 
year. 
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I 
I 
Each grouping of Sub-factors was treated separately 
as the statistical computations were based upon the number 
of respondees utilizing the Factor rather than the total 
number of respondees. ' ·· 
A. HOMOGENEOUS CLASS LESSONS DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
A total of thirty-seven applicable responses were 
recorded for Factor 26, homogeneous class lessons during 
school hours. Evaluations of the related Sub-factors were 
submitted by these respondees. 
Ratings of importance. Table VII shows the ratings 
of importance and mean index ratings for five Sub-factors 
related to Factor 26, homogeneous class lessons during 
school hours. Those Sub-factors rated nof great impor-
tance" were as follows: Sub-factors 26a, instruction 
offered for only one year; 26b, instruction offered for 
two years; 26c, instruction offered for three years; 26d, 
class instruction offered free of charge; and 26e, class 
instruction paid for by pupils. 
Of five Sub-factors related to Factor 26, homo-
\ geneous class lessons during school hours, all were rated I "of great importance." 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
l 
\ 
I 
: 
I 
' 
I 
I 
I 
: 
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TABLE VII 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
SUB-FACTORS RELATED TO FACTOR 26, HOMOGENEOUS 
CLASS LESSONS DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Ratings of 
Importance Mean 
No. Sub-factors 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
26a Instruction offered for only 
one year 2 0 0 0 4.00 
b Instruction offered for two 
years 12 1 0 0 3.92 
c Instruction offered for three 
years 21 0 1 0 3.91 
d Class instruction offered 
free of charge 34 0 1 0 3.94 
e Class instruction paid for 
by pupils 2 0 0 0 4.00 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 26a, instruction offered for only one year, was 
accorded a 11 4tt (of great im:J2ortance) rating by two partici-
pants; a "3 11 (of importance)_ ratin~ by none of the partici-
pants; a 11 2n (of little importance) ratin~ by none of the 
participants; and a nl 11 (of no importance) rating by none 
of the participants. A mean index rating of 4.00 was 
attributed to the Sub-factor. 
Percentages of application. Table VIII shows the 
percentages of application for five Sub-factors related 
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to Factor 26, homogeneous class lessons during school hours. 
All Sub-factors were rated "of great importance 11 but varied 
in terms of percentages of application. 
Sub-factor 26d, class instruction offered free of 
charge, was accorded a high percentage of,application. 
Sub-factor 26c, instruction offered for three years, 
showed a creditable percentage of application. 
Certain Sub-factors demonstrated low percentages of 
application. Thes'e were as follows: Sub-factors 26a, 
instruction offered for only one year; 26b, instruction 
offered for two years; and 26e, class instruction paid 
for by pupils. 
Five Sub-factors related to Factor 26, homogeneous 
class lessons during school hours, were investigated as to 
percentages of application. One rated 11 of great importance 11 
was accorded a high; one adjudged "of great importance" 
received a creditable; and three rated "of great impor-
tance'' were designated as low. 
Three Sub-factors related to Factor 26, homogeneous 
class lessons during school hours, were treated separately 
because certain specific data were included. These Sub-
factors were as follows: Sub-factor 26f, number of homo-
geneous classes per week per child during school hours; 
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TABLE VIII 
I 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR SUB-FACTORS 
RELATED TO FACTOR 26, HOMOG~NEOUS CLASS 
LESSONS DURING SCHOOL HOURS . 
. 
Percentage of 
No. Sub-factors· D X A Application 
26a Instruction offered for only 
one year 0 35 2 5.4 
b Instruction offered for two 
years 0 24 13 35.1 
c Instruction offered for 
three years 0 15 22 59.5 
d Class instruction offered 
free of charge 0 2 35 94.6 
e Class instruction paid for 
by pupils 0 35 2 5.4 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 26a, instruction offered for only one year, was 
accorded a "Du (detrimental) response by none of' the 
participants; an 11 Xtr (not applicable) res:rtonse by thirty-
five participants; and an 11 A11 (applicable) response by 
two participants. The percentage of application was 5.4. 
26g, length of classes in minutes; and 26h, approximate 
number of pupils per class. 
Number of Homogeneous Classes per Week per Child during 
School Hours 
Ratings of importance. Table IX indicates that the 
ratings of importance and mean index ratings for Sub-factor 
26f, number of homogeneous classes per week per child 
during school hours, were quite uniform. Those rated "of 
great importance" were as follows: (1) five classes p~r 
week; (2) three ~lasses per week; ·(3) two classes per week; 
and (4) ;ne class per week. 
All numbers of homogeneous classes per week per 
child during school hours reported were considered "of 
great importance. 11 
Percentages 2£ application. Table X shows that the 
percentages of application for Sub-factor 26f, number of 
homogeneous classes per week per child during school hours, 
varied greatly. 
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None of the numbers of classes per week rated 11of 
great importance" exhibited high percentages of application • 
• 
Likewise, none adjudged 11of great importance 11 had creditable 
. 
percentages of application. 
TABLE IX 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 26f, NUMBER OF HOMOGENEOUS CLASSES 
PER WEEK PER CHILD- DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Ratings of 
Number of Classes Importance, 
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Mean 
per Week per Child 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
Five 3 0 0 0 4.00 
Three 5 1 0 0 3.83 
Two 8 1 0 0 3.89 
One 13 4 1 0 3.67 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 26f, number of homogeneous classes per week per child, 
five classes per week per child, were accorded a n4n (of 
great importance) rating by three participants; a "3 11 (of 
importance) ratin~ by none of the participants; a "2 11 (of 
little importance) rating by none of the participants; and 
a nl 11 (of no importance) rating by none of the participants. 
A mean index rating of 4.00 was attributed to five classes 
per week per child. 
TABLE X 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR SUB-FACTOR 
26f, NUMBER OF HOMOGENEOUS CLASSES PER WEEK 
PER CHILD DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
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Number of Classes Percentage of 
Pen Week per Child D X A Application 
Five 0 34 3 8.1 
Three 0 31 6 16.2-
Two* 0 28 11 24.3 
One** 1 18 18 51.4 
*The average. 
**The mode. 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 26f, number of homogeneous classes per week per 
child, five classes per week per child, were accorded a 
11D11 (detrimental) response by none of the participants; 
an 11Xn (not applicable) response by thirty-four partici-
pants; and an 11 A11 (applicable) response by three partici-
pants. The percentage of application for five classes 
per week per child was 8.1. 
(· 
One class per week was rated 11 of great importanceu 
and showed a reasonable percentage of application. 
All other numbers of classes per week rated nof 
g~eat importance" were accorded low percentages of appli-
cation. These were: (1) five classes per week; (2) three 
classes per week; and (3) two classes per week. 
As to percentages of application, one class per week 
rated nof great importance 11 was designated as reasonable 
while two, three and five classes per week rated nof great 
importance 11 were considered low. However, it is noteworthy 
that those indicating a low percentage of application as 
singular entities were quite significant when combined. 
Thus, two ~ ~ classes per week per child demonstrated 
a reasonable percentage of application. 
DetrimentaL-responses. Table X shows that on~ class 
per week related to Sub-factor 26f, number of homogeneous 
classes per week per child during school hours, was 
accorded a detrimental response by one participant. 
Of thirty-seven response~ the maximum number of 
classes per week per child was five and the minimum was 
one. A wide spread between the extremes was evident. For 
Sub-factor 26f, number of homogeneous classes per week per 
child during school hours, the mode was one while the 
average was two. 
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Length of Homogeneous Classes in Minutes during School Hours 
Ratings of importance. Table XI shows the ratings of 
importance and mean index ratings for-Sub-factor 26g, length 
of homogeneous classes in minutes during school hours. 
Nearly all lengths of classes were rated "of great impor-
tance" and were as follows: (1) sixty mi~ute classes; 
- ' (2) fifty-five minute classes; (3) fifty minute classes; 
~ r (4) forty-five minute classes; (5) forty minute classes; 
(6) thirty to forty minute classes; (7) thirty-five minute 
- (g) classes; (8) thirty minute classes; twenty to thirty 
minute cl~s~es; and (10) twenty minute~ classes. 
- . 
Fifteen to thirty minute classes were adjudged "of 
importance. 11 
. 
Ten combinations pertaining to the lengths of homo-
geneous classes in minutes during school hours, were rated 
"of great importance 11 while one was adjudged "of importance." 
Percentages of application. Table XII shows the per-
centages of application accorded Sub-factor 26g, length of 
homogeneous classes in minutes during school hours. Because 
of the great spread existing, none of the lengths of classes 
rated nor great importance 11 were accorded either high or 
. . 
creditable percentages of application. Only the thirty 
minute class., rated nof great importance., 11 attained a 
reasonable percentage of application. 
65 
TABLE XI 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 26g, LE~GTH OF HOMOGENEOUS CLASSES 
IN MINUTES DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Ratings of 
Length of Classes Importance Mean 
in Minutes The Median 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
60 1 1 0 0 3.50 
55 1 0 0 0 4.00 
50 1 0 0 0 4.00 
45 4 1 0 0 3.80 
40 5 0 0 0 4.00 
30-40 35 2 0 0 0 4.00 35 
30 .; 14 2 1 0 3.76 
20-30 25 1 0 0 0 4.00 
15-30 22.5 0 1 0 0 3.00 
20 1 0 0 0 4.00 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 26g, length of classes in minutes, sixty minute 
classes (determination of the median unnecessary), were 
accorded a 11 4 11 (of great importance) rating by one parti-
cipant; a tt3n (of importance) rating by one participant; 
a 11 2 11 (of little importance) rating by none of the parti-
cipants; and a 11 lu (of no i!Jlportance} rating by none of 
the participant's. A mean index rating of 3. 50 was a ttri-
buted to sixty minute classes. 
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TABLE XII 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR SUB-FACTOR 
26g, LENGTH OF HOMOGENEOUS CLASSES IN 
MINUTES DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Length of Classes Percentage of 
in Minutes* The Median D X A Application 
60 0 34 3 5.6 
55 0 35 2 2.8 
50 0 35 2 2.8 
45 0 31 6 13.9 
40 0 31 6 13.9 
30-40 35 0 35 2 2.8 35 
30** 0 19 18 47.2 
20-30 25 0 35 2 2.8 
15-30 22.5 0 35 2 2.8 
20 0 35 2 2.8 
*The average length of classes was thirty-six minutes. 
**The mode. 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 26g, length of homogeneous class lessons in minutes, 
sixty minute classes (determination of the median unneces-
sary), were accorded a nD 11 (detrimental) response by none 
of the participants; an "X" (not applicable) res12onse by 
thirty-four participants; and an "An (applicable) response 
by three participants. The percentage of application for 
sixty minute classes was 5.6. 
Those lengths of classes which were rated nor great 
importance 11 but accorded low percentages of application were 
as follows: (1) sixty minute classes; (2) fifty-five minute 
classes; (3) fifty minute classes; (4) forty-five minute 
classes; (5) forty minute classes; (6) thirty to forty 
minute classes; (7) thirty-five minute classes; (8) twenty 
to thirty minute classes; and (9) twenty minute classes. 
Fifteen to thirty minute classes were rated "of 
importance" but were accorded a low percentage of appli-
cation. 
As to percentages of application, only one of the 
lengths of classes rated 11 of great importance" was accorded 
a reasonable while nine 11 of great importance" were desig-
nated as low. One "of importance" was accorded a low. 
However, it is noteworthy that those lengths of classes 
indicating a low percentage of application, as singular 
entities, were quite significant when combined. Thus, 
classes thirty minutes ££ longer in length showed a reason-
able percentage of application. 
One community failed to provide specific information 
regarding the length of classes. 
Thirty-six participants indicated that the lengths 
of classes were a maximum of sixty minutes and a minimum 
of fifteen minutes. An extensive spread existed between 
the extremes. For Sub-factor 26g, length of homogeneous 
classes in minutes during school hours, the mode proved to 
be thirty minutes. The average was thirty-six minutes. 
Approximate Number of Pupils per Homogeneous. Class during 
School Hours 
Ratings 2f importance. Table XIII shows the ratings 
. 
of importance and mean index ratings for Sub-factor 26h, 
approx~ate number of pupils per homogeneous class during 
school hours. Nearly all combinations were rated "of great 
importance" and were as follows: (1) fifty pupils; 
(2) twenty.to forty-five pupils; (3)-ten to forty pupils; 
(4) twenty-five pupils; (5) eight to thirty pupils; 
(6) twelve to twenty pupils; (7) ten to twenty pupils; 
68 
(8) fifteen pupils; (9) eight-to sixteen pupils; {10) twelve 
.. ... .. ~ - .... 
pupils; (11) eight to fifteen pupils; (12) ten pupils; 
(13) two to. fifteen pupils; (14) six to ten pupils; 
(15) eight pupils; (16) ~ive'to'ten pupils; (17) seven 
pupils; (18) five to eight pupils; (19) six pupils; 
. ~ (20) five pupils; (21) two to six pupils; (22) four pupils; 
and (23) three pupils. 
-Twenty to sixty pupils and thirty to fifty pupils 
per class were rated "of importance." 
Ten to twelve pupils per class were adjudged 11of 
little importance." 
TABLE XIII 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 26h, APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF PUPILS 
PER HOMOGENEOUS CLASS DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Ratings of Approximate Number 
of Pupils 
per Class* 
Importance Mean 
50 
20-60 
30-50 
20-45 
10-40 
25 
8-30 
12-20 
I 
10-20 
15 
8-16 
12 
8-15 
10-12 
The Median 4 3 · 2 1 Ratings 
40 
40 
32.5 
25 
19 
16 
15 
12 
11.5 
11 
1 0 0 
0 2 0 
1 0 0 
2 0 0 
1 0 0 
1 0 0 
2 1 0 
3 0 0 
1 0 0 
0 0 1 
(Continued on the following page) 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
4.00 
3.00 
4.00 
4.00 
4.00 
4.00 
3.67 
4.00 
4.00 
2.00 
*The average number of pupils per class was thirteen. 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 26h, approximate number of pupils per class, fifty 
pupils per class (determination of the median unnecessary), 
were accorded a 114n (of great importance) rating by one 
participant; a "3n (of importance) rating by none of the 
participants; a 11 2 11 (of little importance) rating by none 
of the participants; and a 11 1 11 (of no importance) rating 
by none of the participants. A mean index rating of 4.00 
was attributed to fifty pupils per class. 
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TABLE XIII (continued) 
Approximate Number Ratings of 
of Pupils Importance Mean 
per Class The Median 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
10 3 0 0 0 4.00 
2-15 8.5 1 0 0 0 4.00 
6-10 8 2 0 0 0 4.00 8 
5-10 7.5 1 0 0 0 4.00 
7 2 0 0 0 4.00 
5-8 6.5 1 0 0 0 4.00 
6 2 0 0 0 4.00 
5 1 0 0 0 4.00 
2-6 4 5 0 1 0 3.67 4 
3 2 0 0 0 4.00 
Thus, Sub-factor 26h, approximate number of pupils 
per homogeneous class during school hours, showed that 
twenty-three combinations were rated nof great importance." 
Two were adjudged 11 of importance 11 and one was rated 11 of 
little importance. 11 
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Percentages of application. Table XIV shows the 
percentages of application accorded Sub-factor 26h, approxi-
mate number of pupils per homogeneous class during school 
hours. All combinations of numbers of pupils per class 
which were rated 11of great importance 11 received low per-
centages of application. They were as follows: (1) fifty 
pupils; (2) twenty'to forty-five pupiis; (3) ten to forty 
pupils; (4) twenty-five pupils; (5) eight to thirty pupils; 
(6) twelve to twenty pupils; (7) ten to twenty pupils; 
(8) fifteen pupils; (9) eight to sixteen pupils; (10) twelve 
pupils; (11) eight to fifteen pupils; (12) ten pupils; 
(13) two to fifteen pupils; (14) six to ten pupils; 
(15) eight pupils; (16) five to ten pupils; (17) seven 
pupils; (18) five to eight pupils; (19) six pupils; 
(20) five pupils; (21) two to six pupils; (22) four pupils; 
and (23) three pupils. 
Twenty to sixty and thirty to fifty pupils per class 
were rated "of importance" but received low percentages of 
application. 
TABLE XIV 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR SUB-FACTOR 
26h~ APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF PUPILS PER 
HOMOGENEOUS CLASS DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
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Approximate Number 
of Pupils 
per Class* The Median 
Percentage of 
D X A Application 
50 
20-60 
30-50 
20-45 
10-40 
25 
8-30 
12-20 
10-20 
15· 
8-16 
12 
8-15 
10-12 
40 
40 
32.5 
25 
19 
16 
15 
12 
11.5 
11 
0 36 1 
0 35 2 
0 36 1 
0 35 
0 36 
2 
1 
0 36 1 
0 34 3 
0 34 3 
0 36 1 
0 36 1 
(Continued on the following page) 
5.4 
2.7 
5.4 
2.7 
2.7 
8.1 
8.1 
2.7 
2.7 
*The average number of pupils per class was thirteen. 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 26h~ approximate number of pupils per class~ fifty 
pupils per class (determination of the median unnecessary)~ 
were accorded a 11D" (detrimental) response by none of the 
participants; an~ 11X11 (not applicable) response by thirty-
six participants; and an 11 A11 (applicable) response by one 
participant. The percentage of application for fifty 
pupils per class was 2.7. 
73 
TABLE XIV (continued) 
Approximate Number 
of Pupils Percentage of 
per Class The Median D- X A Application 
10 0 34 3 $.1 
2-15 8.5 0 36 1 2.7 
6-10 8 0 35 2 5.4 8 
5-10 7.5 0 36 1 2.7 
7 0 35 2 5.4 
5-8 6.5 0 36 1 2.7 
6 0 35 2 5.4 
5 0 36 1 2.7 
2-6 4 0 31 6 16.2 4 
3 0 35 2 5.4 
Ten to twelve pupils per class were adjudged 11 of' 
little importance" and also received a low percentage of' 
application. 
Of' twenty-three combinations of' pupils per class 
rated "of' great importance,n all received low percentages 
of' application. Two rated 11 of' importance" and one adjudged 
Hof' lit~le importance" also received low percentages of' 
application. 
Thirty-seven responses showed a maximum~ sixty and 
a minimum of' three pupils per class. The extensive dis-
tribution existing between the extremes was such that the 
mode (five pupils per class) was not significant. For 
Sub-factor 26h, approximate number of' pupils per homo-
geneous class during school hours, the average was 
thirteen pupils. 
B. HETEROGENEOUS CLASS LESSONS DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
A total of' fifty-two responses were recorded for 
Factor 27, heterogeneous class lessons during school hours. 
Evaluations of' the related Sub-factors were submitted by 
forty-eight of' the respondents. 
Ratings of' importance. Table XV shows tha ratings 
of' importance and mean index ratings for five Sub-factors 
relating to Factor 27, heterogeneous class lessons during 
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TABLE XV 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS 
FOR SUB-FACTORS RELATED TO FACTOR 27, 
HETEROGENEOUS CLASS LESSONS 
DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Ratings of 
Importance Mean 
No. Sub-factors 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
27a Instruction offered for only 
one year 10 0 0 0 4.00 
b Instruction offered for two 
years 18 3 0 0 3.86 
c Instruction offered for 
three years 19 1 1 0 3.86 
d Class instruction offered 
free of charge 46 3 1 0 3.90 
e Class instruction paid for 
by pupils 2 0 0 0 4.00 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 27a, instruction offered for only one year, was 
accorded a 11411 (of great importance) rating by ten parti-
cipants; a 11 311 (of importance) rating by none of the par-
ticipants; a n2 11 (of little importance) ratine; by none of 
the participants; and a 11 111 (of no importance) rating by 
none of the participants. A mean index rating of 4.00 
was attributed to the Sub-factor. 
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school hours. Those Sub-factors rated "of great importance 11 
were as follows: Sub-fac~ors 27a, instruction offered for 
only one year; 27b, instruction offered for two years; 27c, 
class instruction offered for three years; 27d, class 
instruction offered free of charge; and 27e, class instruc-
tion paid for by pupils. 
Of these five Sub-factors relating to Factor 27, 
heterogeneous class lessons during school hours, all were 
rated nof great importance. 11 
Percentages of application. Table XVI shows the 
percentages of application for five Sub-factors related 
to Factor 27, heterogeneous class lessons during school 
hours. .All of the Sub-factors were rated "of great impor-
tance" but varied in terms of percentages of application. 
Sub-factor 27d, class instruction offered free of 
charge, was accorded a high percentage of application. 
Sub-factor 27b, instruction offered for two years, 
and Sub-factor 27c, instruction offered for three years, 
showed reasonable percentages of application. 
Sub-factor 27a, instruction offered for only one 
year, and Sub-factor 27e, class instruction paid for by 
pupils, were accorded low percentages of application. 
Five Sub-factors, relating to Factor 27, hetero-
geneous class lessons during school hours, were investi-
gated as to percentage of application. One rated "of 
77 
TABLE XVI 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR SUB-FACTORS 
RELATED TO FACTOR 27, HETEROGENEOUS CLASS 
LESSONS DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Percentage of 
No. Sub-factors D X A Application 
27a Instruction offered for 
only one year 0 42 10 19.2 
b Instruction offered for 
two years 0 31 21 40.4 
c Instruction offered for 
three years 0 31 21 40.4 
d Class instruction offered 
free of charge 0 2 50 99.6 
e Class instruction paid 
for by pupils 0 50 2 0.4 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 27a, instruction offered for only one year, was 
accorded a "D" (detrimental) response by none of the 
participants; an 11X11 (not applicable) response by forty-
two participants; and an 11 A11 (applicable) response by 
ten participants. The percentage of application for the 
Sub-factor was 19.2. 
great importance" was accorded a high; two adjudged "of 
great importance 11 were designated as reasonable; and two 
rated "of great importance 11 were classified as low. 
Three Sub-factors related to Factor 27, hetero-
geneous class lessons during school hours, were treated 
separately because certain specific data were included. 
These Sub-factors were as follows: Sub-factors 27f, 
number of classes per week per child; 27g, length of 
classes in minutes; and 27h, approximate number of 
pupils per class. 
Number of Heterogeneous Classes per Week per Child during 
School Hours 
Ratings 2£ importance. Table XVII shows that the 
ratings of importance and mean index ratings for Sub-factor 
27f, number of heterogeneous classes per week per child 
during school hours were uniform. Those rated uof great 
. . 
importance 11 were as follows: (1) five classes per week; 
(2) four classes per week; {3) three classes per week; 
. ,. ~ (4) two to three classes per week; (5) two classes per 
week; and (6) one class per week. 
All numbers of heterogeneous classes per week per 
chiild during school hours reported were considered "of 
great importance." 
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TABLE XVII 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 27f~ NUMBER OF HETEROGENEOUS 
CLASSES PER WEEK PER CHILD 
DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Number of Classes Ratings of 
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per Week Importance Mean 
per Child 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
Five 9 0 0 0 4.00 
Four 1 0 0 0 4.00 
Three 4 1 0 0 3.80 
Two or Three 1 1 0 0 3.50 
Two 8 1 0 0 3.89 
One 15 3 2 1 3.52 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 27f~ number of heterogeneous classes per week per 
child,. five classes per week per child, were accorded a 
"4" (of great importance) rating by nine participants; a 
"3 11 (of importance) rating by none of the participants; 
a 11 2 11 (of little importance) rating'by none of the parti-
cipants; and a "ltt (of no importance) rating by none of 
the participants. A mean index rating of 4.00 was attri-
buted to five classes per week per child. 
I 
' 
Percentages of applicat'ion. Table XVIII indicates 
that the percentages of application for Sub-factor 27f, 
number of heterogeneous classes per weeK per child during 
school hours, varied greatly. 
None of the classes per week rated uof great impor-
tance" had high percentages of application. Likewise, none 
of the classes per week adjudged 11 of great importance" had 
creditable percentages of application. 
One class per week was rated "of great importance" 
and showed a reasonable percentage of applicatio~. 
All other numbers of classes per week rated "of 
great importance 11 were accorded low percentages of appli-
cation. ·These were: (1) five classes per week; (2) four 
classes per week; (3) three classes per week; (4) two or 
three c-lasses per week; and (5) two classes per week. 
As to percentage of application, one class per week 
rated 11 of great import.ance" Ylas accorded a reasonable while 
two, two or three, four and five classes per week rated uof 
great importancen were considered as low. However, it is 
noteworthy that those indicating a low percentage of appli-
cation, as singular entities, were quite significant when 
"' 
combined. Thus, two ~ ~ classes per week per chfld 
demonstrated a reasonable percentage of application. 
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TABLE XVIII 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR SUB-FACTOR 
27f, NUMBER OF HETEROGENEOUS CLASSES PER WEEK 
PER CHILD DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Number of Classes 
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per Week Percentage of 
per Child D X A Application 
Five 0 39 9 18.7 
Four 0 47 1 2.1 
Three 0 43 5 10.4 
Two or Three 0 46 2 4.2 
Two* 0 39 9 18.7 
One** 1 26 21 45.8 
*The average. 
**The mode. 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 27£, number of heterogeneous classes per week per 
child, five classes per week per child, were accorded a 
"Dtt (detrimental) response by none of the participants; 
an "X" (not applicable) response by thirty-nine partici-
pants; and an "A" (applicable) response by nine partici-
pants. The percentage of application for five classes 
per week per child was 18.7. 
.. 
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Detrimental responses. Table XVIII shows that one 
- . 
class per week which related to Sub-factor 27f, number of 
heterogeneous clas~es per week per child during school hours, 
was accorded a detrimental response by one participant. 
Of forty-eight responses, the maximum number of 
classes per child was five and the minimum was one. A 
wide spread between the extremes was evident. For Sub-
factor 27f, number of heterogeneous classes per week per 
child during school hours, the mode was one while the 
average was two. 
Length of Heterogeneous Classes in Minutes during School 
-Hours 
Ratings £! importance. Table XIX shows the ratings 
of importance and mean index ratings for Sub-factor 27g, 
length of classes in minutes during school hours. All were 
rated "of great importance" and were as follows: (i) sixty 
minute classes; (2) fifty minute classes; (3) forty-five 
minute classes; (4) forty minute classes; (5) thirty to 
forty minute class~s; (6) thirty-five min~te-classes; 
(7) thirty minute classe~; (8) twenty to thirty mi~ute 
, I 
. - ~ 
classes; and (9) twenty-five minute classes·. 
All nine combinations pertaining to the lengths of 
heterogeneous classes in minutes during school hours were 
rated "of great importance. 11 
83 
TABLE XIX 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 27g, LENGTH OF HETEROGENEOUS 
CLASSES IN MINUTES DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Ratings of 
Length of Classes Importance Mean 
in Minutes The Median 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
60 2 0 0 0 4.00 
50 2 1 0 0 3.67 
45 6 3 0 0 3.67 
40 8 1 0 0 3.89 
30-40 35 3 0 0 0 4.00 35 
30 15 3 1 0 3.74 
20-30 25 3 0 0 0 4.00 25 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 27g, length of heterogeneous classes in minutes, 
sixty minute classes (determination of the median unneces-
sary), were accorded a "4" {of great importance) rating by 
two participants; a 11 3 11 (of importance) ratin~ by none of 
the participants; a 11 2 11 {of little importance) rating by 
none of the participants; and a 11 1 11 {of no importance) 
rating by none of the participants. A mean index rating 
of 4.00 was attributed to sixty minute classes. 
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Percentages of application. Table XX shows the per-
centages of application for Sub-factor 27g, length of heter-
ogebeous classes in minutes during school hours. Because of 
the great spread existing, none of the lengths of classes 
rated 11 of great importance" were accorded high, creditable 
or reasonable percentages of application. 
All lengths of classes rated nor great importancen 
were accorded low percentages of application. They were as 
follows: (1) sixty minute classes; (2) fifty minute·classes; 
(3) forty-five minute classes; (4) forty minute classes; 
(5) thirty to forty minute classes; (6) thirty-five minute 
classes; (7) thirty minute classes; and (8) twenty-five 
minute classes. 
While all lengths of classes were accorded a low per-
centage of application, as sipgular entities, it is note-
worthy that a very high percentage of application was 
accorded to classes thirty minutes ~ longer in length. 
It is also noteworthy that classes forty minutes ~ longer 
in length were accorded a reasonable percentage of appli-
cation. 
Forty-eight participants indicated that the lengths 
of classes were a maximum of sixty minutes and a minimum of 
twenty-five minutes. An extensive sprea~ existed between 
the extremes. For Sub-factor 27g, length of heterogeneous 
classes in minutes during school hours, the mode proved to 
be thirty minutes while the average was thirty-nine minutes. 
\ 
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TABLE XX 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR SUB-FACTOR 
27g, LENGTH OF HETEROGENEOUS CLASSES 
IN MINUTES DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Length of Classes Percentage of 
in Minutes* The Median D X A Application 
60 0 46 2 4.2 
50 0 45 3 6.2 
45 0 39 9 18.7 
40 0 39 9 18.7 
30-40 35 0 45 3 6.2 35 
30** 29 19 39.6 
20-30 25 0 45 3 6.2 25 
*The average length of classes was thirty-nine minutes. 
**The mode. 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 27g, length of heterogeneous classes in minutes, 
sixty minute classes (determination of the median unneces-
sary), were accorded a 11D11 (detrimental) response by none 
of the participants; .a.n 11X11 (not applicable) response by 
forty-six of the participants; and an "A" (applicable) 
response by two of the participants. The percentage of 
application for sixty minute classes was 4.2. 
Approximate Number of Pupils per Heterogeneous Class During 
School Hours 
Ratings £! importance. Table XXI shows the ratings 
. . 
of importance and mean index ratings for Sub-factor 27h, 
approximate number of pupils per heterogeneous class during 
school hours. All but four combinations of numbers of 
86 
pupils per class were rated 11of great importance 11 and were 
as follows: (1) eighty pupiis; (2) fifty pupils; (3) forty-
five pupils; (4) forty pupils; (S)~thirty-five pupil~; 
. - ' (6) thirty-th~ee pupils; (7) thirty pupils; (8) ten to 
forty pupils; (9) twenty-fi;e pupils; {10) six~to thirty-
five pupils; (il) eight to thirty pupils; (12) fourteen 
pupils; (13) twelve pupils; (14) eight to fifteen pupils; 
- ~ ~ -(15) ten pupils; (16) four to fifteen pupils; (17) six to 
twelve pupils; (lS) ;ix to ten pupils; {19) fi~e to ten 
pupils; (20) seven pupils; (21) three to ten pupils; 
{22) six-pupils; and (23) one to four pupils. 
~ -
As to number of pupils per class, three combinations 
were adjudged 11of importance. 11 They were as follows: 
(1) fifty-five pupils; (2) twenty pupils; and (3) four 
. 
pupils. 
Thus, Sub-factor 27h, approximate number of pupils 
per heterogeneous class during school hours, showed that 
TABLE XXI 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 27h, APPROXIMATE NUMBER 0~ PUPILS 
PER HETEROGENEOUS CLASS DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Approximate Number 
of Pupils 
per Class The Median 
Ratings of 
Importance 
4 3 2 1 
Mean 
Ratings 
80 
55 
50 
45 
40 
35 
33 
30 
10-40 
25 
6-35 
20 
25 
20.5 
1 0 0 
0 1 0 
1 0 0 
1 0 0 
1 1 0 
2 0 0 
1 0 0 
3 1 0 
5 0 0 
1 0 0 
2 0 1 
(Continued on the following page) 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
4.00 
3.00 
·4.00 
4.00 
3.50 
4.00 
4.00 
3.75 
4.00 
4.00 
3.33 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 27h, approximate number of pupils per class, eighty 
pupils per class (determination of the median unnecessary), 
were accorded a "4" (of great importance) rating by one 
participant; a "3" (of importance) rating by none of the 
participants; and a 11 211 (of little importance) by none of 
the participants; and a 11 1 11 (of no importance) rating by 
none of the participants. A mean index rating of 4.00 
was attributed to eighty pupils per class. 
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TABLE XXI (continued) 
Approximate Number Ratings of 
of Pupils Importance Mean 
per Class The Median 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
.. 
8-30 19 1 0 0 0 4.00 
10-25 17.5 0 0 0 0 0.00 
15 2 0 0 0 4.00 
12 2 0 0 0 4.00 
8-15 11.5 1 0 0 0 4.00 
10 4 2 0 0 3.67 
4-15 9.5 2 0 0 0 4.00 
6-12 9 1 0 0 0 4.00 
6-10 8 1 0 0 0 4.00 
5-10 7.5 1 0 0 0 4.00 
7 1 0 0 0 4.00 
3-10 6.5 1· 0 0 0 4.00 
6 3 0 0 0 4.00 
4 0 1 1 0 2.50 
1-4 2.5 1 0 0 0 4.00 
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twenty-three combinations were rated "of great importance" 
t' 
while three were adjudged 11 of importance." 
Percentages of application. Table XXII shows the 
percentages of application,accorded Sub-factor 27h, approx-
imate number of pupils per heterogeneous class during school 
hours. All combinations of numbers of pupils per class 
which were rated "of great importance" received low per-
centages of application. They were as follows: (1) eighty 
pupils; (2) fifty pupils; (3) forty-five pupils; (4) forty 
' pupils; (5) thirty-five pupils; (6)tm~rty-three pupils; 
(7) thirty pupils; (8) ten to forty pupils; (9) twenty-
five pupils; (10) six to thirty-five pupils; (11) eight 
to thirty pupils; (12) fourteen pupils; (13) twelve pupils; 
(14) eight to fifteen pupils; (15) ten pupils; (16) four to 
fifteen pupils; (17) six to twelve pupils; (18) six to ten 
pupils; (19) five to ten pupils; (20) seven pupils; 
(21.) three to ten pupils; (22) six pupils; and (23) one 
to four pupils. 
Fifty-five pupils, twenty pupils and four pupils per 
class were rated 11 of importance 11 but received low percen- ' 
tages of application. 
Of twenty-three combinations of numbers of pupils 
per class rated "of great importance," all were accorded 
low percentages of application. Three rated 11 of importance" 
TABLE XXII 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR SUB-FACTOR 
27h, APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF PUPILS PER HETEROGENEOUS 
CLASS DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Approximate Number 
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of Pupils Percentage of 
per Class* The Median D X A Application 
80 0 47 1 2.1 
55 0 47 1 2.1 
50 0 47 1 2.1 
45 0 47 1 2.1 
40 0 46 2 4.2 
35 0 46 2 4.2 
33 0 47 1 2.1 
30 0 44 4 8.3 
10-40 25 0 43 5 10.4 
25 
6-35 20.5 0 47 1 2.1 
20 0 45 3 6.2 
(Continued on the following page) 
*The average number of pupils per class was twenty-one. 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 27h, approximate number of pupils per class, eight¥ 
pupils per class (determination of the median unnecessary), 
were accorded a 11Du (detrimental) response by none of the 
participants; an "Xu (not applicable) response by forty-seven 
participants; and an "A" (applicable) response by one par-
ticipant. The percentage of application for eighty pupils 
per class was 2.1. 
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TABLE XXII (Continued) 
Approximate Number 
of Pupils Percentage of 
per Class The Median D X A A;pplication 
8-30 19 0 47 1 2.1 
10-25 17.5 1 47 1 2.1 
15 0 46 2 4.2 
12 0 46 2 4.2 
8-15 11.5 0 47 1 2.1 
10 0 42 6 12.5 
4-15 9.5 0 46 2 4.2 
6-12 9 0 47 1 2.1 
6-10 8 0 47 1 2.1 
5-10 7.5 0 47 1 2.1 
7 0 47 1 2.1 
3-10 6.5 0 47 1 2.1 
6 0 45 3 6.2 
4 0 46 2 4.2 
1-4 2.5 0 47 1 2.1 
' 
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and one adjudged "detrimental" also received low percentages 
of application. 
Detrimental responses. Table XXII shows that ten to 
~wen~y-five pupils which related to Sub-factor 27h, approxi-
mate number of pupils per heterogeneous class during school 
hours, were accorded a detrimental response by one partici-
pant. 
Forty-eight responses showed a maximum of eight and 
a minimum of one to four pupils per class. The extensive 
distribution existing between the extremes was such that 
the mode (.ten pupils per class) was not significant. For 
Sub-factor 27h, approximate number of pupils per hetero-
geneous class during school hours, tpe average was twenty-
one pupils. 
C. PRIVATE LESSONS DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
A total of nineteen applicable responses were recorded 
for Factor 28, private lessons during school hours. Evalua-
tions of the related Sub-factors were submitted by these 
respondees. 
Ratings of importance. Table XXIII shows the ratings 
of importance and mean index ratings for two Sub-factors 
related to Factor 28, private lessons during school hours. 
No. 
28a 
b 
TABLE XXIII 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
SUB-FACTORS RELATED TO FACTOR 28, PRIVATE 
LESSONS DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Ratings of 
Importance 
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Mean 
Sub-factors 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
Lessons offered free of 
charge 13 0 0 0 4.00 
Lessons paid for by pupils 6 0 0 0 4.00 
. NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: SUb-
factor 28a, lessons offered free of charge, was accorded 
a "4" (of great importance) rating by thirteen participants; 
a "3" (of importance) rating by none of the participants; a 
11 2 11 (of little importance) by none of the participants; a 
nlu (of no importance) rating by none of the partic·ipants. 
A mean index rating of 4.00 was attributed to the Sub-factor. 
The Sub-factors were rated 11 of great importance" and were 
as follows: Sub-factors 28a, lessons offered free of 
charge, and 28b, lessons paid for by pupils. 
Of two Sub-factors, both were rated "of gre~t impor-
tance. 11 
Percentages of application. Table XXIV shows the 
percentages of application for two Sub-factors related to 
Factor 28, private lessons during school hours. The Sub-
factors were rated 11 of great importance 11 but varied in 
terms of percentages of application. 
Sub-factor 28a, lessons offered free of charge, was 
accorded a creditable percentage of application. 
Sub-factor 28b, lessons paid for by pupils, was 
accorded a low percentage of application. 
Two Sub-factors relating to Factor 28, private les-
sons during school hours, were investigated as to percen-
tages of application. One rated "of great importance" was 
accorded a creditable while one adjudged 11 of great impor-
tance" was accorded a low. , 
94' 
Two Sub-factors related to Factor 28, private lessons 
during school hours, were treated separately because certain 
specific data were included. These Sub-factors were as fol-
lows: Sub-factors 28c, number of lessons per week per child, 
and 28d, length of lessons in minutes. 
TABLE XXIV 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR SUB-FACTORS 
RELATED TO FACTOR 28, PRIVATE LESSONS 
DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
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Percentage of 
No. Sub-factors D X A Applicat,ion 
28a Lessons offered free of 
charge 0 6 13 68.4 
b Lessons paid for by pupils 0 •13 6 31.6 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 28a, lessons offered free of charge, was accorded 
a "Du (detrimental) response by none of the participants; 
an "X" (not applicable) response by six participants; and 
an "An (applicable) response by thirteen participants. 
The percentage of application was 68.4. · 
I 
Number of Private Lessons per Week per Child during School 
Hours 
Ratings of importance. Table XXV shows that the 
ratings of importance and mean index ratings for Sub-factor 
28c, number of private lessons per week per child during 
school hours, were uniform. Those rated 11of great impor-
tance" were two lessons per week and one lesson per week. 
Both numbers of private lessons per week per child 
during school hours reported were rated 11of great impor-
tance." 
Percentages of application. Table XXVI indicates 
that the percentages of application for Sub~factor 28c, 
number of private lessons per week per child during school 
hours, varied considerably. 
One lesson per week was rated "of great importance" 
and was accorded a high percentage of application. 
Two lessons per week was adjudged 11of great impor-
tance .. but showed a low percentage of application. 
As to percentages of application, one lesson per 
week rated "of great importance" was designated as high 
while two lessons per week rated 11of great importance 11 
was accorded a low. 
TABLE XXV 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 28c, NUMBER OF PRIVATE LESSONS 
PER WEEK PER CHILD DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Number of Lessons Ratings of 
per Week Importance 
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Mean 
per Child 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
Two 2 0 0 0 4.00 
One 17 0 0 0 4.00 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 28c, number of private lessons per week per child, 
two lessons per week per child, were accorded a "4" ~of 
great importance) rating by two participants; a "3" ~of 
importance) ratin~ by none of the participants; a 11 21 (of 
little importance) rating by none of the participants; and ' 
a "1" (of no importance) rating by none of the partici-
pants. A mean index rating of 4.00 was attributed to two 
lessons per week per child. 
TABLE XXVI 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR SUB-FACTOR 
28c, NUMBER OF PRIVATE LESSONS PER WEEK 
PER CHILD DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Number of Lessons 
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per Week Percentage of 
per Child·· D X A Application 
Two 0 17 2 10.6 
One* 0 2 17 89.4 
*The mode. 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 28c, number of private lessons per week per child, 
two lessons per week per child, were accorded a "D" (detri-
mental) response by none of the participants; an "X" (not 
applicable) response by seventeen participants; and an "A" 
(applicable) response by two participants. The percentage 
of application for two lessons per week per child was 10.6. 
Of nineteen responses, the maximum number of lessons 
per week was two while the minimum was one. For Sub-factor 
. 
28c, number of private lessons per week per child during 
school hours, the mode was one. 
Length of Private Lessons in Minutes during School Hours 
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Ratings £! importance. Table XXVII shows the ratings 
of importance and mean index ratings for Sub-factor 28d, 
length of private lessons in minutes during school hours. 
All lengths of lessons were considered 11of great importance" 
and were as follows: (1) thirty to forty mi~ute lessons; 
(2) thirty minute lessons; (3) twenty minute lessons; 
(4) fifteen minute lessons; and (5) thirteen to fifteen 
minute lessons. 
All five combinations pertaining to the lengths of 
private lessons in minutes during school hours were rated 
11of great importance. 11 
Percentages of application. Table XXVIII shows the 
... 
percentages of application accorded Sub-factor 28d, length 
of private lessons in minutes during school hours. 
Thirty minute lessons were rated 11of great impor-
tance11 and were accorded a creditable percentage of 
application. 
TABLE XXVII 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 28d, LENGTH OF PRIVATE LESSON 
IN MINUTES DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Ratings of 
Importance 
100 
Mean Length of Lesson 
in Minutes The Median 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
30-40 
30 
20 
15 
13-15 
35 
14 
1 
11 
2 
4 
1 
0 0 0 4.00 
0 0 0 4.00 
0 0 0 4.00 
0 0 0 4.00 
0 0 0 4.00 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 28d, len~th of lessons in minutes, thirty to forty 
minute lessons ~the median was thirty-five), were accorded 
a 11 411 (of great imJ?ortance) rating by one participant; a 
n3n (of importance) :ratin~ by none of the participants; a 
n2" (of little importance) rating by none of the partici-
pants; and a 11 1 11 (of no importance) rating by none of the 
participants. A mean index rating of 4.00 was attributed 
to the Sub-factor. 
TABLE XXVIII 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR SUB-FACTOR 
28d, LENGTH OF PRIVATE LESSON IN MINUTES 
DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
-iOl 
Length of Lesson 
in Minutes* 
Percentage of 
30-40 
30** 
20 
15 
13-15 
The Median D 
35 0 
0 
0 
0 
14 0 
X A Application 
18 1 5.3 
8 11 57-9 
17 2 10.5 
15 4 21.1 
18 1 5.3 
*The ave•rage was twenty-five minute lessons. 
**The mode. 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 28d, length of private lesson in minutes during school 
hours, thirty to forty minute lessons {the median was thirty-
five), were accorded a "Dn {detrimental) response by none of 
the participants; an nxn (not applicable) response by none 
of the participants; and an 11 A11 (applicable) response by 
one participant. The percentage of application for thirty 
to forty minute lesson was 5.3. 
All other lengths of lessons were rated "of great 
importance" but received low percentages of application. 
They were as follows: (1) thirty to forty minute lessons; 
(2) twenty minute lessons; (3) fifteen minute lessons; and 
(4) thirteen to fifteen minute lessons. 
102 
Of the five combinations pertaining to the lengths 
of lessons that were rated "of great importance," only one 
was accorded a creditable percentage of application. All 
other lengths of lessons, as singular entities, received 
low percentages of application. It is noteworthy, however, 
that a very high percentage of application was accorded to 
lessons which were between fifteen ~ thirty minutes in 
length. 
Nineteen participants ind~cated that the lengths 
of private lessons were a maximum of forty minutes and a 
minimum of thirteen minutes. For Sub-factor 28d, length 
of private lessons in minutes during school hours, the 
mode proved to be thirty minutes while the average was 
twenty-five minutes. 
D. HOMOGENEOUS CLASS LESSONS NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
A total of seven applicable responses were recorded 
for Fac~or 29, homogeneous class lessons not during school 
hours. Evaluations of the related Sub-factors were sub-
mitted by these respondees. 
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Ratings of importance. Table XXIX shows the ratings 
of importance and mean index ratings for five Sub-factors _ 
related to Factor 29, homogeneous class lessons not during 
school hours. Those rated "of great importance'r were as 
follows: Sub-factors 29b, instruction offered for two 
years; 29c, instruction offered for three ye.ars; and 29d, 
class instruction offered free of charge. 
None of the respondents utilized Sub-factor 29a, 
instruction offered for only one yea~or 29e, class instruc-
tion paid for by pupils. 
Of the five Sub-factors related to Factor 29, homo-
geneous class lessons not during school hours, three were 
rated "of great importance" while two were not utilized 
by the respondees. 
Percentages of application. Table XXX shows.the per-
centages of application accorded to five Sub-factors related 
to Factor 29, homogeneous class lessons not during school 
hours. 
Sub-factors 29c, instruction offered for three years, 
and 29d, class instruction offered free of charge, were 
rated "of great importance" and also received high percen-
tages of application. 
Sub-factor 29b, instruction offered for two years, 
was rated 11 of great importance" but was accorded a low per-
centage of application. 
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TABLE XXIX 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
SUB-FACTORS RELATED TO FACTOR 29, HOMOGENEOUS 
CLASS LESSONS NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Ratings of 
Importance Mean 
No. Sub-factors 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
29a Instruction offered for only 
one year 0 0 0 0 0.00 
b Instruction offered for two 
years 1 1 0 0 3.50 
c Instruction offered for 
three years 5 0 0 0 4.00 
d Class instruction offered 
free of charge 7 0 0 0 4.00 
e Class instruction paid 
for by pupils 0 0 0 0 0.00 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: SUb-
factor 29a, instruction offered for only one year, was 
accorded a "4" (of great importance) rating by none of 
the participants; ,a "3" (of importance) rating by none 
of the participants; a 11 2 11 (of little importance) rating 
by none of the participants; and a 111 11 (of no importance) 
rating by none of the participants. A mean index rating 
of 0.00 was attributed to the Sub-factor. 
' 
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TABLE XXX 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR SUB-FACTORS 
RELATED TO FACTOR 29, HOMOGENEOUS CLASS 
LESSONS NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Percentage of 
No. Sub-factors D X A Application 
29a Instruction .offered for 
only one year 0 7 0 o.o 
b Instruction offered for 
two years 0 5 2 28.6 
c Instruction offered for 
three years 0 2 5 71.4 
d Class instruction offered 
free of charge 0 0 7 100.0. 
e Class instruction paid 
for by pupils 0 7 0 0.0 
NOTE: This Table should read as follows: Sub-factor 
29a, instruction offered for only one year, was accorded a 
nD 11 (detrimental) response by none of the participants; an 
nxn (not applicable) respbnse by seven participants; and 
an 11 A11 (applicable) response by none of the participants. 
The percentage of application for the Sub-factor was 0~0~ 
Sub-factors 29a, instruction offered for only one 
year, and 29e, class instruction paid for by pupil~ were 
not utilized by any of the respondents; therefore, the 
Sub-factors had no percentages of application. 
Five Sub-factors relating to Factor 29, homogeneous 
class lessons not during school hours, were investigated 
as to percentage of application. Two rated 11of great 
' . 
importance 11 were accorded a high while one 11 of great 
impo was designated as low. Two Sub-factors not 
util zed by the respondents had no percentages of applica-
tion 
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Three Sub-factors relating to Factor 29, homogeneous 
lessons not during school hours, were treated sepa-
Y because certain specific data were included. These 
Sub- actors were as follows: Sub-factors 29f, number of 
es per week per child; 29g, length of classes in 
minutes; and 29h, approximate number of pupils per class. 
Num of Homogeneous Classes per Week per Child not during 
Soh Hours 
Ratings of importance. Table XXXI indicates that 
the ratings of importance and mean index.ratings for Sub-
fac or 29f, number of homogeneous classes per week per 
chi'd not during school hours, varied somewhat. 
' TABLE XXXI 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 29f, NUMBER OF HOMOGENEOUS CLASSES 
PER WEEK PER CHILD NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Numb r of Classes · Ratings 
per Week Importance 
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Mean 
per Child 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
Five 1 0 0 0 4.00 
Three 1 0 0 0 4.00 
One 2 2 1 0 3.20 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 29f, number of homogeneous classes per week per 
child not during school hours, five classes per week per 
child, were accorded a "4" ~of ~reat importance) rating by 
one of the participants; a '3" tof importance) rating by 
none of the participants; a 11 2 11 (of little importance) 
ratine; by none of the participants; and a nl" (of no impor-
tance) rating by none of the participants. A mean index 
rating of 4.00 was attributed to five classes per week per 
child not during school hours. 
~08 
Those numbers of classes rated "of great importance 11 
were as follows: (1) five classes per week arid (2) three 
classes per week. 
One class per week was rated 11 of importance. 11 
In regards to the numbers of homogeneous classes per 
week per child not during school hours, five per week and 
three per week were conaidered 11 of great importance" while 
one per week was rated uof importance. 11 
Percentages of application. Table XXXII shows that 
the percentages of application for Sub-factor 29f, number 
of homogeneous classes per week per child not during school 
hours, varied significantly. 
Five and three classes per week rated 11 of great 
importance" were accorded low percentages of application. 
One class·per week rated "of great irnportance 11 
showed a high percentage of application. 
As to p~rcentage of application, five and three 
classes per week rated "of great importance 11 were classi-
fied as low while one class per week rated "of importance 11 
was accorded a high. 
Of seven responses, the maximum number of classes per 
week per child was five and the minimum was one. For Sub-
factor 29f, number of homogeneous classes per week per child 
not during school hours, the mode was one while the average 
was two. 
TABLE XXXII 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR SUB-FACTOR 
29f, NUMBER OF HOMOGENEOUS CLASSES PER WEEK 
PER CHILD NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Number of Classes 
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per Week Percentage of 
per Child* D X A Application 
Five 0 6 1 14.3 
Three 0 6 1 14.3 
One** 0 2 5 71.4 
*The average was two classes ~er'week. 
**The mode . 
• 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 29f, number of homogeneous classes per week per 
child-not during school hours, five classes per week per 
child were accorded a 11D11 (detrimental) response by none 
of the participants; an "xrr (not applicable) response by 
six participants; and an "A" (applicable) response by one 
participant .. The percentage of application for five 
classes per week per child not during school hours was 
14.3. 
Length of Homogeneous Classes in Minutes not during School 
Hours 
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Ratings 2£ importance. Table XXXIII shows the ratings 
of importance and mean index ratings for Sub-factor 29g, 
length of homogeneous classes in m~nutes not during school 
hours. Several lengths of classes were rated "of great 
importance 11 and were as follows: (1) fifty mi~ute classes; 
(2) forty-five minute classes; {3) forty minute classes; 
and (4) twenty minute classes. 
Both sixty minute classes and thirty minute classes 
were rated "of importance." 
Four combinations pertaining to the length of homo-
geneous classes in minutes not during school hours were 
rated 11of great importance 11 while two were adjudged "of 
importance." 
Percentages ££ application. Table XXXIV shows the 
. - . 
percentages of application accorded Sub-factor 29g, length 
of homogeneous classes in minutes not during school hours. 
Because of the great spread existing, all of the lengths of 
classes rated 11of great importance 11 were accorded low per-
. 
centages of application. They were as follows: (1) fifty 
minute classes; (2) forty-five minute classesJ-(3) forty 
-
minute classes; and (4) twenty minute classes. 
lll 
TABLE XXXIII 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 29g, LENGTH OF HOMOGENEOUS CLASSES 
IN MINUTES NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Ratings of 
Length of Classes Importance Mean 
in Minutes 4 3 2 l Ratings 
60 0 l 0 0 3.00 
50 l 0 0 0 4.00 
45 l 0 0 0 4.00 
40 l 0 0 0 4.00 
30 0 l l 0 2.50 
20 l 0 0 0 4.00 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 29g, length of hQmogeneous classes, in mtnutes, not 
during school hours, sixty minute classes were accorded a 
"4" (of great importance) rating by none of the partici-
pants; a "3n (of importance) rating by one participant; 
a 11 2 11 (of little importance) rating by none of the parti-
cipants; and a "ltt (of no importance) rating by none of 
the "participants. A mean index rating of 3.00 was attri-
buted to the Sub-factor. 
TABLE XXXIV 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR SUB-FACTOR 
29g, LENGTH OF HOMOGENEOUS CLASSES 
IN MINUTES NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
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Length of Classes Percentage of 
in Minutes* D X A Application 
60 0 6 1 14.3 
50 0 6 1 14.3 
45 0 6 1 14.3 
40 0 5 2 14.3 
30 0 5 2 28.6 
20 0 6 1 14.3 
*The average length of classes was thirty-nine minutes. 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: SUb-
factor 29g, length of homogeneous classes in minutes not 
during school hours, sixty minute classes were accorded a 
"D" (detrimental) response by none of the participants; 
an "X" (not applicable) response by six of the partici-
pants; and an "A" (applicable) response by one of the 
participants. The percentage of application for sixty 
minute classes was 14.3. 
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Likewise, both of the lengths of classes rated 11of 
. 
importance" also received low percentages of application. 
They were: (1) sixty minute classes, and (2) thirty 
. ~ 
minute classes. 
As to percentages of application, four of the lengths 
of classes rated: "of great importance" were designated as 
. . 
low while two of the lengths of classes rated "of impor-
tance" were also classified as low. However, it is note-
worthy that those lengths of classes indicating a low per-
centage of application, as singular entities, were quite 
significant when combined. Thus, classes thirty minutes 
££ longer in length showed a high percentage of application. 
Seven participants indicated that the length~ of 
classes were a maximum of sixty minutes and a minimum of 
twenty minutes. An extensive spread existed between the 
extremes. For Sub-factor 29g, length of homogeneous classes 
' in minutes not during school hours, the average was thirty-
nine minutes while the mode (thirty minutes) was not signi-
ficant. 
Approximate Number of Pupils per Homogeneous Class not 
during.School Hours 
Ratings of importance. Table XXXV shows the ratings 
---=- - .=;;;...;;....;...;....;.;,;;_..;;...-
of importance and mean index ratings for Sub-factor 29h, 
TABLE XXXV 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 29h, APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF 
PUPILS PER HOMOGENEOUS CLASS 
NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Ratings of 
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Approximate Number 
of Pupils Importance Mean 
per Class 
30 
20 
10-20 
10-12 
5 
4 
The Median 
15 
11 
4 3 
1 0 
2 0 
0 1 
0 1 
1 0 
0 0 
2 1 Ratings 
0 0 4.00 
0 0 4.00 
0 0 3.00 
0 0 3.00 
0 0 4.00 
1 0 2.00 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 29h, approximate number of pupils per homogeneous 
class not during school hours, thirty pu~ils per class 
(determination of the median unnecessary) were accorded 
a n4n (of great im~ortance) rating by one participant; a 
"3" ~of importance) rating by none of the participants; 
a 11 21 (of little importance) rating by -none of the parti-
cipants; and a "1" {of no importance) rating by none of 
the participants. A mean index rating of 4.00 was attri-
buted to the Sub-factor. 
approximate number of pupils per homogeneous class not 
during school hours. Those rated 11of great importance" 
were as follows: (l) thirty pupils; (2) twenty pupils; 
and (3) five pupils. 
Ten to twenty and ten to twelve pupils per class 
were rated 11 of importance. 11 
Four pupils per class were adjudged 11 of little 
importance. " 
Thus, Sub-factor 29h, approximate number of pupils 
per homogeneous class not during school hours, showed that 
three combinations were rated "of great importance." Two 
were adjudged 11of importance" and one was rated "of little 
importance. 11 
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Percentages of application. Table XXXVI shows the 
percentages of application accorded Sub-factor 29h, approxi-
mate number of pupils per homogeneous class not during 
school hours. All combinations of numbers of pupils per 
class which were rated "of great importance" received low 
percentages of application. They were as follows: (l) 
thirty pupils; (2) twenty pupils; and (3) five pupils. 
Ten to twenty and ten to twelve pupils per class 
were rated 11 of importance" but received low percentages 
of application. 
r-
TABLE XXXVI 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR 
, SUB-FACTOR 29h, APPROXIMATE NUMBER 
OF PUPILS PER HOMOGENEOUS CLASS 
NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Approximate Number 
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of Pupils Percentage of 
per Class The Median D X A Application 
30 0 6 l 14.3 
20 0 5 2 28.6 
10-20 15* 0 6 l 14.3 
10-12 ll 0 6 l 14.3 
5 0 6 l 14.3 
4 0 6 l 14.3 
*The average. 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 29h, approximate number of pupils per homogeneous 
class not during school hours, thirty pu~ils per class 
(determination of the median unnecessary) were accorded 
a 11D11 (detrimental) response by none of the participants; 
an "xn (not applicable) response by six participants; and 
an 11 An (applicable) response by one participant. The per-
centage of application for thirty pupils per class was 
14.3. 
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Four pupils per class was adjudged "of little impor-
tance11 and also received a low percentage of application. 
Of three combinations of pupils per class rated "of 
great importance''_, all received low percentages of applica-
tion. Two rated "of importancen and one adjudged "of little 
importance" also r~ceive<l; low percentages of application. 
Seven ~esponses showed a maximum of thirty and a 
minimum of four pupils per class. The extensive distri-
bution existing between the extremes was such that the 
mode (twenty pupils per class) was not significant. For 
Sub-factor 29h, approximate number of pupils per homoge-
neous class not during school hours, the average was fif-
teen pupils. 
E. HETEROGENEOUS CLASS LESSONS NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
A total of eleven applicable responses were recorded 
for Factor 30, heterogeneous class lessons not during school 
hours. Evaluations of the related Sub-factors were submitted 
by these respondees. 
Ratings of importance. Table XXXVII shows the ratings 
of importance and mean index ratings for five Sub-factors 
related to Factor 30, heterogeneous class lessons not during 
school hours. Those Sub-factors rated "of great importance" 
were as follows: Sub-factors 30a, instruction offered for 
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TABLE XXXVII 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS 
FOR SUB-FACTORS RELATED TO FACTOR 30, 
HETEROGENEOUS CLASS LESSONS 
NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Ratings of 
Importance Mean 
No. Sub-factors 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
30a Instruction offered for 
only one year 3 0 0 0 4.00 
b Instruction offered for 
two years 1 1 0 0 3.77 
c Instruction offered for 
three years 4 0 1 0 3.60 
d Class instruction offered 
free of charge 9 2 0 0 3.82 
e Class instruction paid 
for by pupils 0 0 0 0 o.oo 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 30a, instruction offered for only one year, was 
accorded a "4 11 (of great importance) rating by three par-
ticipants; a 11 3 11 (of importance) rating b¥ none of the 
participants; a 11 2 11 (of little import-ance) ratin~ by none 
of the participants; and a "1 11 (of no importance) rating 
by none of the participants. A mean index rating of 4.00 
was attributed to Sub-factor 30a, instruction offered for 
only one year. 
\ 
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only one year; 30b3 instruction offered for two years; 30c, 
instruction offered for three years; and 30d, class instruc-
tion offered free of charge. 
None of the respondents utilized Sub-factor 30e3 
class instruction paid for by pupils. 
Of the five Sub-factors related to Factor 30, heter-
ogeneous class lessons not during school hours, four were 
rated 11 of great importancen while one was not utilized by 
the respondees. 
Percentages of application. Table XXXVIII shows the 
percentages of application for fiY~ Sub-factors related to 
Factor 30, heterogeneous class lessons not during school 
hours. All utilized Sub-factors were rated nor great 
importance 11 but varied in terms of percentages of 
application. 
Sub-factor 30d3 class instruction offered free of' 
charge, was accorde.d a high percentage of application. 
Sub-factor 30c3 instruction offered for three years3 
showed a reasonable percentage of application. 
Some of the Sub-factors received low percentages of 
application. These were as follows: Sub-factors 30a, 
instruction offered for only one year; 30b, instruction 
. 
offered for two years; and 30a, class instruction paid 
for by pupils. 
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TABLE XXXVIII 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR 
SUB-FACTORS RELAT.ED·TO FACTOR 30, 
HETEROGENEOUS CLASS LESSONS 
NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Percentage of 
No. Sub-factor D X A Application 
30a Instruction offered for 
only one year 0 8 3 27.3 
b Instruction offered for 
two years 0 8 3 27.3 
c Instruction offered for 
three years 0 6 5 45.5 
d Class instruction offered 
free of charge 0 0 11 100.0 
e Class instruction paid 
for by pupils 0 11 0 00.0 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 30a, instruction offered for 0nly one year, was 
accorded a "Dn (detrimental) response by none of the par-
ticipants; an nxn ~not applicable) response by eight par-
ticipants; and an 1 A" (applicable) response by three par-
ticipants. The percentage of application was 27.3. 
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Sub-factor 30e, class instruction paid for by pupils, 
was not utilized by the respondents; therefore, the Sub-
, 
factor had no percentage of application. 
Five Sub-factors relating to Factor 30, heterogeneous 
class lessons not during school hours, were investigated as 
to percentages of application. One rated "of great impor-
tance" was accorded a high; one adjudged "of great impor-
tance" was accorded a reasonable; two rated 11of great 
, 
importance 11 were designated- as low; and one not utilized 
' had no percentage of application. 
Three Sub-factors relating to Factor 30, heterogeneous 
class lessons not during school hours, were treated separately 
because certain specific data were included. These Sub-
factors were as follows: Sub-factors 30f, number of classes 
per week per child; 30g, length of classes in minutes; and 
30h, approximate number of pupils per class. 
Number of Heterogeneous Classes per Week per Child not during 
School Hours 
Ratings of importance. Table XXXIX shows the ratings 
of importance and mean index ratings for Sub-factor 30f, num-
ber of heterogeneous classes per week per child not during 
' 
school .. hour..s. Those numbers of classes rated "of great impol7-+.. 
tance 11 were as follows: (1) five classes per week; (2) two 
classes per week; (3) one or two classes per week; and 
(4) one class per week. 
TABLE XXXIX 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 30f, NUMBER OF HETEROGENEOUS CLASSES 
PER WEEK PER CHILD NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Number of Classes Ratings of 
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per Week rmportance Mean 
per Child 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
Five 1 0 0 0 4.00 
Two 1 1 0 0 3.50 
One or Two 1 0 0 0 4.00 
One 4 1 1 0 3.50 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 30f, number of heterogeneous classes per week per 
child not during school hours, five classes per week per 
child were accorded a 11 4 11 (of great importance) rating by 
one participant; a 11 3 11 (of importance) rating by none of 
the participants; a 11 211 (of little importance) rating by 
none of the participants; and a 11 1" (of no importance) 
rating by none of the participants. A mean index rating 
of 4.00 was attributed to five classes per week per child. 
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In regards to the numbers of heterogeneous classes 
per week per child not during school hours, all were consi-
dered "of great importance. 11 
Percentages of appiication. Table XL indicates that 
the percentages of application for Sub-factor 30f, number 
of heterogeneous classes per week per child not during 
school hours, varied significantly. 
One class per week, rated "of great importance," 
was accorded a creditable percentage of application. 
Five and two classes per week rated "of great impor-
tance" were accorded low percentages of application. Like-
wise, one or two classes per week rated "of great importance" 
also received a low percentage of application. 
As to percentage of application, one class per week 
rated "of great importance" was accorded a creditable while 
five, two, and one or two classes per week rated "of great 
importance" received low responses. 
Of eleven responses, the maximum number of classes 
per week per child was five and the minimum was one. For 
Sub-factor 30f, number of heterogeneous classes per week 
per child not during school hours, the mode was one while 
the average was one and one-half. 
. TABLE XL 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR SUB-FACTOR 
30f, NUMBER OF HETEROGENEOUS CLASSES PER WEEK 
PER CHILD NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Number of Classes 
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per Week Percentage of 
per Child D X A Application 
Five 0 9 1 10.0 
Two 0 8 2 20.0 
One or Two* 0 9 1 10.0 
One** 0 4 6 60.0 
*The average (1.5). 
**The mode. 
NOTE: This Table should be re.ad as follows: Sub·-
factor 30f, number of heterogeneous classes per week per 
child not during school hours, five classes per week per 
child were accorded a "D" (detrimental) response by none 
of the participants; an "X" (not applicable) resJ?onse by 
nine of the participants; and en "A" (applicable) response 
by one participant. The percentage of application for 
five classes per week per child was 10.0. 
Length of Heterogeneous Classes in Minutes per Week per 
Child not during School Hours 
Ratings £! importance. Table XLI shows the ratings 
' 
of importance and mean index ratings for Sub-factor 30g, 
length of classes in minutes not during school hours. 
Some lengths of classes were rated 11 of great 1mpor-
tance.11 They were as follows: (1) sixty minute classes; 
. . -(2) fifty minute classes; and (3) forty minute classes. 
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Other lengths of classes were rated 11of importance." 
They were: (1) forty-five minute classes; and (2) thirty 
minute classes. 
Of five combinations pertaining to the lengths of 
heterogeneous classes in minutes not during school hours, 
three were rated 11of great importancen while two were 
adjudged 11of importance. 11 
Percentages 2£ apPlication. Table XLII indicates 
the percentages of application for Sub-factor 30g, length 
of heterogeneous classes in minutes not during school hours. 
Because of.the spread existing, none of the lengths of 
classes rated 11of great importance" or 11of importance" 
. . . 
were accorded high, creditable or reasonable percentages 
of application. 
TABLE XLI 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 30g~ LENGTH OF HETEROGENEOUS CLASS 
IN MINUTES NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Ratings of 
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Length of Classes Importance Mean 
in Minutes 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
60 3 0 0 0 4.00 
50 1 0 0 0 4.00 
45 1 2 0 0 3.33 
40 , 1 0 0 0 4.00 
30 1 0 1 0 3.00 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor BOg, length of heterogeneous class in minutes not 
during school hours, sixty minute classes were accorded a 
"4" !of great importance) rating by three participants; a 
11 3n of importance) ratine; by none of the participants; a 
11 211 of little importance) rating by none of the partici-
pants; and a 11 1 11 (of no importance) rating by none of the 
participants. A mean index rating of 4.00 was attributed 
to sixty minute classes. 
TABLE XLII 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR SUB-FACTOR 
30g, LENGTH OF HETEROGENEOUS CLASS 
IN MINUTES NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
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Length of Classes Percentage of 
in Minutes * D X A Application 
60 0 7 3 
50 2 9 1 
45 0 7 3 
40 0 9 1 
30 0 8 2 
*The average length of classes was forty-seven 
minutes. 
30.0 
10.0 
30.0 
10.0 
20.0 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 30g, length of heterogeneous class in minutes not 
during school hours, sixty minute classes were accorded a 
11 D11 (detrimental) response by none of the participants; 
an "X" (not applicable) response by seven of the parti-
cipants; and an "A" (applicable) response by three of 
the participants. The percentage of application for 
sixty minute classes was 30.0. 
All lengths of classes rated "of great importancett 
were accorded low percentages of application. They were 
as follows: (1) sixty minute classes; (2) fifty minute 
classes; and (3) forty minute classes. 
Likewise, all lengths of classes rated uof impor-
tance" also received low percentages of application. They 
were: (1) forty-five minute classes and (2) thirty minute 
classes. 
While all lengths of classes were accorded .a low 
percentage of application, as singular entities, it is 
noteworthy that classes thirty minutes 2£ longer received 
a perfect percentage of application. It is also note-
worthy that classes forty minutes ££ longer were accorded 
a high percentage of application. 
Detrimental r~sponses. Table XLII shows that fifty 
minute classes which related to Sub-factor 30g, length of 
heterogeneous class in minutes not during school hours, 
were accorded detrimental responses by two participants. 
Eleven participants indicated that the lengths of 
classes were a maximum of ~ixty minutes and a minimum of 
thirty minutes. The spread existing between the extremes 
was such that a mode could not be established. For Sub-
factor 30g, length of heterogeneous classes in minutes not 
during school hours, the average proved to be forty-seven 
minutes. 
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Approximate Number of Pupils per Heterogeneous Class not 
during School Hours 
Ratings of importance. Table XLIII shows the ratings 
of importance and mean index ratings for Sub-factor 30h, 
approximate number of pupils per heterogeneous class not 
during school hours. Some combinations were rated 11of 
great importance. 11 They were as f0llows: (1) fifty to 
seventy-eight pupils; (2) forty to fifty.pupils; (3) forty-
five pupils; (4) twenty pupils; (5) ten pupils; and (6) six 
pupils. 
Other combinations were rated "of importance" and 
. . 
were as follows: (1) fifty pupils and (2) six to thirty-
five pupils. 
Four pupils per class were rated "of little impor-
tance. 11 
Thus, Sub-factor 30h, approximate number of pupils 
per heterogeneous class not during school hours, showed that 
six combinations were rated "of great importance" and one 
was rated 11of little importance." 
Percentages of application. Table XLIV shows the 
percentages of application for Sub-factor 30h, approximate 
number of pupils per heterogeneous class not during school 
hours. All combinations of numbers of pupils per class 
which were rated 11of great importance" received low 
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TABLE XLIII 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 30hJ APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF 
PUPILS PER HETEROGENEOUS CLASS 
NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Approximate Number Ratings of 
of Pupils Importance Mean 
per Class The Median 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
50-78 64 1 0 0 0 4.00 
60 0 1 0 0 3.00 
40-50 45 2 0 0 0 4.00 45 
6-35 20.5 0 1 0 0 3.00 
20 2 0 0 0 4.00 
10 1 0 0 0 4.00 
6 1 0 0 0 4.00 
4 0 0 1 0 2.00 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 30hJ approximate number of pupils per heterogeneous 
class not during school hoursJ fifty to seventy-eight 
pupils per class (the median was sixty-four) were accorded 
a "4" (of great imJ?ortance) rating by one participant; a 
"3 11 (of importance) ratin~ by none of the participants; a 
11 211 (of little importance) rating by none of the partici-
pants; and a 11 1 11 (of no :importance) rating by none of the 
participants. A mean index rating of 4.00 was attributed 
to fifty to seventy-eight pupils per class. 
TABLE XLIV 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 30h, APPROXIMATE NUMBER 
OF PUPILS PER HETEROGENEOUS CLASS 
NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Approximat~ Number 
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of Pupils Percentage of 
per Class* The Median D X A Application 
50-78 64 0 9 1 10.0 
60 0 9 1 10.0 
40-50 45 0 8 2 20.0 45 
6-35 20.5 0 9 1 10.0 
20 0 8 2 20.0 
10 0 9 1 10.0 
6 0 9 1 10.0 
4 0 9 1 10.0 
*The average number of pupils per class was twenty-
nine. 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 30h, approximate number of pupils per heterogeneous 
class not during school hours, fifty to seventy-eight 
pupils per class (the median was sixty-four) were accorded 
a "D" (detrimental) response by none of the participants; 
an 11X" (not applicable) response by nine participants; and 
an 11 A11 (applicable) response by one participant. The per-
centage of application for fifty to seventy-eight pupils 
per class was 10.0. 
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percentages of application. They were as follows: (1) fifty 
to seventy-eight pupils; (2) forty to fifty pupils; (3) forty-
five pupils; (4) twenty pupils; (5) ten pupils and (6) six 
pupils. 
Fifty pupils and six to thirty-five pupils per class 
were rated "of importance" but received low percentages of 
application. 
. ' Four pupils per class were adjudged "of little impor-
tance11 and also received a low percentage of application. 
Of six combinations of numbersof pupils per class 
which rated "of great importance," all were accorded low 
percentages of application. Two rated "of importance" and 
one adjudged "of little importance" also received' low per-
centage~ of application. 
Eleven responses showed a maximum of seventy-eight 
and a minimum of four pupils per class. The extensive 
distribution existing was such that a mode could not be 
established. For Sub-factor- 30h, approximate number of 
pupils per heterogeneous class not during school hours, 
the average was twenty-nine pupils. 
F. PRIVATE LESSONS NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
A total of thirty-two applicable responses were 
recorded for Factor 31, private lessons not during school 
hours. Evaluations of the related Sub-factors were sub-
mitted by those respondees. 
Ratings of importance. Table XLV shows the ratings 
of importance and mean index ratings for two Sub-factors 
related to Factor 31, private lessons not during school 
hours. The Sub-factors were rated 11 of great importance 11 
and were as follows: Sub-factors 3la, lessons offered 
free of charg~ and 3lb, lessons paid for by pupils. 
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Of two Sub-factors, both were rated 11 of great impor-
tance." 
Percentages of application. Table XLVI shows the 
• percentages of application for two Sub-factors related to 
Factor 31, private lessons not during school hours. The 
Sub-factors were rated "of great importance," but varied 
in terms of percentages of application. 
Sub-factor 3lb, lessons paid for by pupils, was 
accorded a high percentage of application. 
Sub-factor 3la, lessons offered free of charge, 
received a low percentage of application. 
Detrimental responses. Table XLVI shows a Sub-factor 
related to Factor 31, private lessons not during school 
hours, which was accorded a detrimental response by one 
participant and was as follows: Sub-factor 3lb, lessons 
paid for by pupils. 
TABLE XLV 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
SUB-FACTORS RELATED TO FACTOR 31, PRIVATE 
LESSONS NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Ratings of 
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Importance Mean 
No. Sub-factors 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
3la Lessons offered free of 
charge 2 1 0 0 3.50 
b Lessons paid for by pupils 23 4 1 0 3.66 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 3la, private lessons not during school hours, wa~ 
accorded a "4" (of great importance) rating by two parti-
cipants; a n3n (of importance) rating by one participant; 
a 11 211 (of little importance) rating by none of the parti-
cipants; and a 11 1 11 (of no importance) rating by none of 
the participants. A mean index rating of 3.50 was attri-
buted to the Sub-factor. 
' 
TABLE XLVI 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR SUB-FACTORS 
RELATED TO FACTOR 31, PRIVATE LESSONS 
NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
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Percentage of 
No. Sub-factors D X A Application 
31a Lessons offered free of \ 
charge 0 29 3 9.4 
b Lessons paid for by 
pupils 1 3 29 90.6 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 31a, private lessons not during school hours, was 
accorded a nnn (detrimental) response by none of the par-
ticipants; an "X". (not applicable) response by twenty-
nine participants; and an 11 A11 (applicable) response by 
three participants. The percentage of application for 
the Sub-factor was 9.4. 
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Two Sub-factors related to Factor 31~ private lessons 
~ 
not during school hours~ were investigated as to percentage 
of application. One "of great importance" was accorded a 
high while one "of great importance 11 was classified as low. 
Two Sub-factors related to Factor 31, private les-
sons not during school hours~ were treated separately 
because certain specific data were included. These Sub-
factors were as follows: Sub-factors 3lc, number of 
lessons per week per child, and 3ld, length of lessons 
in minutes. 
Number of Private Lessons per Week per Child not during 
School Hours 
Ratings £! importance. Table XLVII shows that the 
. 
ratings of importance and mean index ratings for Sub-factor 
3lc, number of private lessons per week per child not 
during school hours, were uniform. Those rated "of great 
importance" were as follows: (1) tw~ lessons pe~ week; 
(2) one or two lessons per week; and (3) one lesson per 
week. 
All three numbers of private lessons per week per 
child not during school hours reported were rated "of great 
importance." 
TABLE XLVII 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS 
FO~ SUB-FACTOR 3lc, NUMBER OF PRIVATE 
LESSONS PER WEEK PER CHILD NOT 
DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Number of Lessons Ratings of 
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per 't'Jeek Importance Mean 
per Child 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
Two 1 0 0 0 4.00 
One or Two 1 0 1 0 3.00 
One 25 4 0 0 3.86 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 3lc, number of private lessons per week per child 
not during school hours, two lessons per week per child 
were accorded a "4" (of great importance) rating by one 
participant; a "3" (of importance) rating by none of the . 
participants; a "2n (of little importance) ratin~ by none 
of the participants; and a "1 11 (of no importance) rating 
by none of the participants. A mean ind~x rating of 4.00 
was attributed to two lessons per week per child. 
Percentages £[ application. Table XLVIII indicates 
• .- .. * .. 
tha~ the percentages of application for Sub-factor 3lc~ 
number of private lessons per week per child not during 
school hours~ varied considerably. 
One lesson per week was rated 11of great importance 11 
and was accorded a high percentage of application. 
One or two lessons per week were adjudged 11of great 
. 
importance 11 but received a low percentage of application. 
One lesson per week was rated 11of great importance•! and 
. 
also showed a low percentage of application. 
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As to .. percentag·e of application~ one lesson per week 
rated "of great importance" was accorded a high while one 
or two lessons_per week and one lesson per week rated 11of 
great importance,. were designated as low • 
. 
Of thirty-two responses~ the maximum number of 
lessons per week was two while the minimum was one. For 
Sub-factor 3lc~ number of private lessons per week per 
child not during school hours~ the mode was one. 
Length of Private Lessons in Minutes not during School Hours 
Ratings £! importance. Table XLIX shows the ratings 
of importance and mean index ratings for Sub-factor 3ld~ 
length of private lessons in minutes not during school 
hours. 
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TABLE XLVIII 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR SUB-FACTOR 
3lc, NUMBER OF PRIVATE LESSONS PER WEEK 
PER CHILD NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Number of Lessons 
per Week Percentage of 
per Child D X A Application 
Two 0 31 1 3.1 
One or Two 0 30 2 6.3 
One* 0 3 29 90.6 
·*The mode. 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 3lc, number of private lessons per week per child 
not during school hours, two lessons per week per child 
were ac·corded a 11D11 (detrimental) response by none of the 
participants; an "X" (not applicable) response by thirty-
one participants; and an nA" (applicable) response by one 
participant. The percentage of application for two lessons 
per week per child was 3.1. 
I 
, ' 
TABLE XLIX 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 3ld, LENGTH OF PRIVATE LESSON 
IN MINUTES NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Ratings of 
Importance 
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Mean Length of Lesson 
in Minutes The Median 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
45 
30-45 
30 
20 
15 
37.5 
0 1 
1 1 
21 3 
3 0 
1 0 
0 0 3.00 
0 0 3.50 
1 0 
0 0 4.00 
0 0 4.00 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 3ld, length of private lesson in minutes not during 
school hours, forty-five minute lessons (determination of 
the median unnecessary) were accorded a "4 11 (of great impor-
tance) rating by none of the participants; a 11 311 (of impor-
tance) rating by one participant; a 11 2 11 (of little importance) 
rating by none of the participants; and a 11 1 11 (of no impor-
tance) rating by none of the participants. A mean index 
rating of 3.00 was attributed to forty-five minute lessons. 
Those lengths of lessons which were considered "of 
great importance'' were as follows: ( 1) thirty to forty-
five minute lessons; (2) thirty minute lessons; (3) twenty 
minute lessons; and (4) fifteen minute lessons. 
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Forty-five minute lessons were rated "of importance." 
' Of five combinations pertaining to the lengths of 
private lessons in minutes not during school hours, four 
were rated "of great importance" while one was adjudged 
"of ;i:mportance." 
Percentages of.application. Table L shows the per-
centages of application accorded Sub-factor 3ld, length of 
private lessons in minutes not during school hours. 
Thirty minute lessons were rated "of great impor-
tancen and were accorded a high percentage of application. 
Some lengths of lessons rated "of great importance" 
received low percentages of application. They were as fol-
lows: (1) thirty to forty-five minute lessons; (2) twenty 
~inute lessons; and (3) fifteen minute lessons. 
Forty-five minute lessons were rated "of importance" 
but were accorded a low percentage of application. 
As to percentages of application, only one of the 
lengths of lessons rated "of great importance" was accorded 
a high while three rated "of great importance" and one rated 
"of importance" were classified as low. It is noteworthy, 
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TABLE L 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR SUB-FACTOR 
3ld, LENGTH OF PRIVATE LESSON IN MINUTES 
NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Length of Lesson Percentage of 
in Minutes* The Median D X A Application 
45 0 31 1 3.1 
30-45 37-5 0 30 2 6.3 
30** 0 7 25 78.1 
20 0 29 3 9.4 
15 0 31 1 3.1 
*The average was thirty minutes. 
**The mode. 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 3ld, length of private lessons in minutes not during 
school hours, forty-five minute lessons ~~etermination of 
the median unnecessary) were accorded a 'Du (detrimental) 
response by none of the participants; an "xft (not applicable) 
response by, thirty-one participants; and an "A" (applicable) 
response by one participant. The percentage of application 
for forty-five minute lessons was 3.1. 
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however, that those lengths of lessons which received a low 
percentage of application, as singular entities, were quite 
significant when combined. Thus, lessons twenty minutes ~ 
longeT displayed an extremely high percentage of applica-
tion. Lessons thirty minutes ~ longer also Bhowed a high 
percentage of application. 
Thirty-two participants indicated that the lengths 
of lessons were a maximum of forty-five minutes and a mini-
mum of fifteen minutes. An extensive spread existed 
between the extremes. For Sub-factor 3ld, length of pri-
vate lessons in minutes not during school hours, the mode 
was thirty minutes while the average was also thirty 
m~nutes. 
G. PROGRESS REPORTS TO PARENTS 
A total of fifty-two responses were recorded for 
Factor 39, progress reports to parents. Evaluations of 
the related Sub-factor were submitted by these respondents. 
The Sub-factor related to Factor 39, progress reports 
to parents, was treated separately because certain specific 
data were included. This was Sub-factor 39a, number of 
progress reports per year to parents. 
Number of Progress Reports per Year to Parents 
Ratings 2£ importance. Table LI shows the ratings 
of importance and mean index ratings for Sub-factor 39a, 
number of progress reports per year to parents. 
All numbers of progress reports per year were rated 
"of great importance 11 and were as follows: (1) thirty-six 
. (3).sii per year; per year (weekly); (2) nine per year; 
~ , (6) (4) five per year; (5) four per year; three per year; 
~ "" - .-(7) two per year; and (8) one per year. 
All numbers of progress reports per year to parents 
were rated •Jof great importance. 11 
Percentages of application. Table LII shows that 
the percentages of application for Sub-factor 39a, number 
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of progress reports per year to parents, varied considerably. 
None of the numbers of progress reports per year rated 
"of great importance" received high, creditable or reasonable 
percentages of application. All numbers of progress reports 
per year were accorded low percentages of application. It 
is noteworthy, however, that those numbers of progress 
reports which received a low percentage of application, as 
singular entities, were quite significant when combined. 
Thus, four reports ££ ~ per year displayed a creditable 
percentage of application while two reports ££ ~ per 
year showed an extremely high percentage of application. 
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TABLE LI 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS 
FOR SUB-FACTOR 39a, NUMBER OF PROGRESS 
REPORTS PER YEAR TO PARENTS 
Ratings of 
Number of Progress Importance Mean 
Reports per Year 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
Thirty-six (Weekly) 3 1 0 0 3.75 
Nine 1 0 0 0 4.00 
Six 9 1 1 0 3.73 
Five 1 0 0 0 4.00 
Four 13 2 0 0 3.87 
Three 0 0 1 0 2.00 
Two 12 5 0 0 3.71 
One 2 0 0 0 4.00 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 39a, number of progress reports per year to parents, 
thirty-six reports per year were accorded a 11 4 11 (of great 
importance) rating by three participants; a 11 3n (of impor-
tance) rating by one participant; a 11 211 (of little impor-
tance) rating by none of the participants; and a ttl" {of 
no importance) rating by none of the participants. A mean 
index rating of 3.75 was attributed to thirty-six progress 
reports per year to parents. 
TABLE LII 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 39a, NUMBER OF PROGRESS 
REPORTS PER YEAR TO PARENTS 
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Number of Progress Percentage of 
Reports per Year D X A Application 
Thirty-six (Weekly) 0 48 4 7.7 
Nine 0 51 1 1.9 
Six* 0 41 11 21.2 
Five 0 51 1 1.9 
Four** 0 37 15 28.8 
Three 0 51 1 1.9 
Two*** 0 35 17 32.7 
One 0 50 2 3.8 
*The average. 
**The second mode. 
***The first mode. 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 39a, number of progress reports per year to parents, 
thirty-six reports per year were accorded a 11D11 (detrimentall 
response by none of the participants; an "X11 (not applicable 
response by forty-eight participants; and an 11 An (applicable 
response by four participants. The percentage of application 
for thirty-six progress reports per year to parents was 7.7. 
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Fifty-two participants indicated that the numbers of 
progress reports were a maximum of thirty-six per year 
(weekly) and a minimum of one per year: An extensive 
. 
spread existed between the extremes. For Sub-factor 39a~ 
number of progress reports per year to parents~ the first 
mode was two while the second mode was four. The average 
number of progress reports per year to parents was six. 
H. APPROXIMATE PERCENTAGE~OF DROP-OUTS 
A total of sixty-eight responses were recorded for 
Factor 4P~ approximate percentage of drop-outs during the 
first year. This Factor was treated separately because 
certain specific data were included. 
Approximate Percentage of Drop-Outs during the First Year 
Ratings of importance. Table LIII shows the ratings 
of importance and mean index ratings for Factor 40~ approxi-
mate percentage of drop-outs during the first year. 
Those percentages of drop-outs which were rated 11 of 
great importance" were as follows: (1) forty per cent; 
{2) twenty-two per cent; (3) twenty per cent; (4) eighteen 
per cent; (5) fifteen per~c~nt; (6) ten per ce~t; (7) seven 
per cent; (8) five per cent; and (9) two per cent. 
One respondent rated a six per cent drop-out 11of 
importance. 11 
TABLE LIII 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS 
FOR FACTOR 40, APPROXIMATE PERCENTAGE OF 
DROP-OUTS DURING THE FIRST YEAR 
Approximate 
Percentage 
of Drop-Outs 
75 
40 
35 
30-35 
30 
25 
22 
20 
:£8 
15 
13 
10-15 
The Median 
32.5 
12.5 
Ratings of 
Importance 
4 3 2 1 
0 0 0 0 
1 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
1 
1 
2 
0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
(Continued on the following page) 
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Mean 
Ratings 
0.00 
4.00 
.0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
4.00 
4.00 
4.00 
o.oo 
o.oo 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Factor 
40, approximate percentage of drop-outs during the first 
year, seventy-five per cent drop-outs (determination of the 
median unnecessary) were accorded a "4" (of great importance) 
rating by none of the participants; a n3 11 (of importance) 
ratine; by none of the participants; a "2" (of little impor-
tance) rating by none of the participants; and a 11 1 11 (of no 
importance) rating by none of the participants. A mean 
index rating of 0.00 was attributed to seventy-f~ve per 
cent drop-outs during the first year. 
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TABLE LIII (continued) 
Approximate Ratings of 
Percentage Importance Mean 
of Drop-Outs The Median 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
12 0 0 0 0 0.00 
11 0 0 0 0 0.00 
10 6 0 0 1 3.57 
8 0 0 0 0 0.00 
7 1 0 0 0 4.00 
6 0 1 0 0 3.00 
5 2 1 0 0 3.67 
3 0 0 0 0 o.oo 
2 1 0 0 0 4.00 
1 1 0 0 0 0.00 
0 0 0 0 0 0.00 
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Many percentages of drop-outs received E£ ratings of 
importance. They were as follows: (1) seventy-five per 
cent; (2) thirty-five per cent; (3) thirty to thirty-five 
per cent; (4) thirty per cent; (5) twenty-five per cent; 
(6) thirteen per cent; (7) ten to fifteen per cent; (8) twelve 
per cent; (9) eleven per cent; (10) eight per cent; (11) three 
per cent; (12) one per cent; and (13) zero per cent. 
Nine percentages of drop-outs were rated "of great 
importance" while one percentage of drop-outs was rated 
•tof importance." Thirteen percentages of drop-outs 
received~ ratings of importance. It is significant that 
only twenty of sixty-eight respondents contributed ratings 
of importance and the resulting mean index ratings. 
Percentages 2£ application. Table LIV indicates that 
the percentages of application for Factor 40, approximate 
percentage of drop-outs during the first year, varied 
greatly. 
None of the percentages of drop-outs received high, 
creditable or~asonable percentages of application. 
All percentages of drop-outs rated "of great impor-
tancen were accorded low percentages of application. They 
were as follows: (1) forty per cent; (2) twenty-two per 
cent; (3) twenty per cent; (4) eighteen per cent; (5) fif-
teen per cent; (6) ten per cent; (7) seven per cent; 
(8) five per cent; and (9) two per cent. 
TABLE LIV 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR 
FACTOR 40, APPROXIMATE PERCENTAGE OF 
DROP-OUTS DURING THE FIRST YEAR 
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Approximate 
Percentage 
of Drop-OUts 
Percentage of 
75 
40 
35 
30-35 
30 
25 
22 
20 
18 
15 
13 
10-15 
The Median 
32.5 
12.5 
D X A Application 
0 67 1 
0 67 1 
0 67 1 
0 67 1 
0 66 2 
0 67 1 
0 67 1 
0 66 2 
0 67 1 
0 62 6 
0 67 1 
0 67 1 
1.5 
1.5 
1.5 
1.5 
2.9 
1.5 
1.5 
2.9 
1.5 
8.8 
1.5 
1.5 
(Continued on the following page) 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Factor 
40, approximate percentage of drop-outs during the first 
year, seventy-five per cent drop-outs (determination of the 
median unnecessary) were accorded a nD" (detrimental) 
response by none of the participants; an "Xu (not applicable) 
response by sixty-seven of the participants; and an 11 A" 
{a~plicable) response by one of the participants. The 
percentage of application for seventy-five per cent drop-
outs during the first year was 1.5. 
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TABLE LIV (continued) 
Approximate 
Percentage Percentage of 
of Drop-Outs The Median D X A Application 
12 0 66 2 2.9 
11* 0 67 1 1.5 
10** 0 46 22 32.4 
8 0 67 1 1.5 
7 0 67 1 1.5 
6 0 65 3 4.4 
5 0 58 10 14.7 
3 0 66 2 2.9 
2 0 67 1 1.5 
1 0 64 4 5.9 
0 0 66 2 2.9 
*The average. 
**The mode. 
The six per cent drop-out was rated nor importancen 
but received a low percentage of application. 
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Those percentages of drop-outs, not accorded ratings 
of importance, which received low percentages of applica-
tion were as follows: (1) seventy-five per cent; (2) thirty-
five per cent; (3) thirty to thirty-five per cent; (4) thirty 
per cent; (5) twenty-five per cent; (6) thirteen per cent; 
(7) ten to fifteen per cent; (8) twelve per cent; (9) eleven 
per cent; (10) eight per cent; {11) three per cent; (12) one 
per cent; and (13) zero per cent. 
As to percentages of application, nine of the percen-
tages of drop-outs rated "of great importance" were desig-
nated as low. One of the percentage of drop-outs rated 11of 
importance 11 also received a low. Thirteen of the percentages 
of drop-out~~ accorded ratings of importance, received low 
percentages of application. 
It is noteworthy, however, that those percentages of 
drop-outs which received a low percentage of application, 
as singular entities, were quite significant when combined. 
Thus, drop-outs of ~ than fifteen per cent displayed a 
phenomenally low percentage of application. Drop-outs of 
more than ~ per ~ also showed a low percentage of 
application. Drop-outs of fifteen per cent 2£ less demon-
strated a high percentage of application while drop-outs 
of ten ~ ~ ~ ~ displayed a creditable percentage 
of application. 
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Sixty-eight participants indicated that the drop-outs 
were a maximum of seventy-five per cent and a minimum of 
zero per cent. An extensive spread existed between the 
extremes. For Factor 40, approximate percentage of drop-
' 
outs during the first year, the mode was ten per cent while 
the average was eleven per cent. 
Two Sub-factors related to Factor 40, approximate 
percentage of drop-outs during the first year, were also 
treated separately because certain specific data was 
included. The Sub-factors were as follows: Sub-factors 
4oa, approximate percentage of drop-outs during the second 
year, and 40b, approximate percentage of drop-outs during 
the third year. 
Approximate Percentage of Drop-Outs during the Second Year 
- . A total of sixty-two responses were recorded for 
Sub-factor 40a, approximate percentage of drop-outs during 
the second year. 
Ratings of im2ortance. Table LV shows the ratings 
I -
of importance and mean index ratings for Sub-factor 4oa, 
approximate percentage of drop-outs during the second year. 
Those percentages of drop-ou-t-s-which rated "of great 
importance" were as follows: (1) ten per cent; (2) five 
TABLE LV 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 40a, APPROXIMATE PERCENTAGE OF 
DROP-OUTS DURING THE SECOND YEAR 
Approximate Ratings of 
Percentage Importance 
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Mean 
of Drop-Outs 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
15 0 0 0 0 0.00 
10 2 0 0 0 4.00 
6 0 0 0 0 o.oo 
5 8 0 1 1 3.50 
3 1 1 0 0 3.50 
2 2 0 0 0 4.00 
1 1 0 0 0 4.00 
0.5 1 0 0 0 4.00 
0 1 1 0 0 3.50 
-
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 40a, approximate percentage of drop-outs during the 
second year, fifteen per cent drop-outs was accorded a "4" 
(of great importance) rating by none of the participants; 
a "3" (of importance) ratin~ by none of the participants; 
a "2" (of little importance) rating by none of the parti-
cipants; and a "1" (of no importance) rating by none of 
the participants. A mean index rating of 0.00 was attri-
buted to fifteen per cent drop-outs during the second year. 
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per cent; (3) three per cent; (4) two per cent; (5) one per 
cent; (6) one-half per cent; and (7) zero per cent. 
Fifteen per cent and six per cent drop-outs·received 
E£ ratings of importance. 
Seven percentages of drop-outs were rated "of great 
importance'' while two percentages of drop-outs received no 
ratings of importance. It is significant that only twenty 
of sixty-two respondents contributed ratings of importance 
and the resulting mean index ratings. 
Percentages of application. Table LVI indicates that 
the percentages of application for Sub-factor 40a, approxi~ 
mate percentage of drop-outs during the second year, varied 
considerably. 
None of the percentages of drop-outs received high, 
creditable or reasonable percentages of application. 
All percentages of drop-outs rated "of great impor-
tancen were accorded low percentages of application. They 
were as follows: (1) ten per cent; (2) five per cent; 
(3) three per cent; (4) two per cent; (5) one per cent; 
(6) one-half per cent; and (7) zero per cent. 
Fifteen per cent and six per cent drop-o~ts, not 
accorded ratings of importance, also received low percen-
tages of application. 
TABLE LVI 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR SUB-FACTOR 
40a, APPROXIMATE PERCENTAGE OF DROP-OUTS 
DURING THE SECOND YEAR 
.Approximate 
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Percentage Percentage of 
of Drop-Outs D X A Application 
15 0 61 1 1.6 
10 0 51 11 17.7 
6 0 60 2 3.2 
5* 0 38 24 38.7 
3 0 56 6 9.7 
2 0 54 8 12.9 
1 0 58 4 6.5 
0.5 0 61 1 1.6 
0 0 57 5 8.1 
*The mode and the average. 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 40a, approximate percentage of drop-outs during the 
second year, fifteen per cent drop-outs was accorded a 11D11 
(detrimental) response by n0ne of the participants; an "X" 
(not applicable) response by sixty-one participants; and 
an "Au (applicable) response by one participant. The per-
centage of application for fifteen per cent drop-outs 
during the second year was 1.6. 
As to percentages .of application, seven of the per-
centages of drop-outs rated "of great importance" were 
. . 
designated as low while two of the percentages of drop-
outs not accorded ratings of importance also were classi-
fied as low. 
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It is noteworthy, however, that those percentages of 
drop-outs which received a low percentage of application, 
as singular entities, were quite significant when combined. 
Thus, drop-outs of~~~ per cent displayed an 
e~tremelY. low percen~age of application. D~op-outs of ten 
per ~ 2£ ~ showed a very high percentage of applica-
tion while drop-outs of five per cent 2£~ demonstrated 
a high percentage of application. 
Sixty-two participants indicated th~t the drop-outs 
were a maximum of fifteen per cent and a minimum of zero 
per cent. An extensive spread existed between the extremes. 
For Sub-factor 4ma, approximate percentage of drop-outs 
. 
during the second year, the mode was five per cent while 
the average was also five per cent. 
Approximate Percentage of Drop-Outs.4uring the Third Year 
A total o~ fifty responses were recorded for Sub-
factor 40b, approximate percentage of drop-outs during the 
third year. 
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Ratings of importance. Table LVII shows the ratings 
·f importance and mean index ratings for Sub-factor 40b, 
pproximate percentage of drop-outs during the third year. 
Those percentages of drop-outs which were rated "of 
great importance" were as follows: (1) ten per cent; 
(2) five per cent; (3) three per cent; (4) one per cent; 
(5) one-half per cent; and (6) zero per cent. 
Fifteen per cent, six per cent, and two per cent 
drop-outs were accorded no ratings of importance. 
--
Six percentages o·f drop-outs were rated "of great 
importance" while three percentages of drop-outs were 
acco·rded !!2_ ratings of importance. It is significant that 
only eighteen of fifty respondents contributed ratings of 
importance and the resuiting mean index ratings. 
Percentages of application. Table LVIII indicates·· 
that the percentages of application for Sub-factor 40b, 
approximate percentage of drop-outs duri~g the third year, 
varied considerably. 
None of the percentages of drop-outs were accorded 
high, creditable or reasonable percentages of application. 
All percentages of drop-outs rated "of great impor-
tance" received low percentages of application. They were 
as follows: (1) ten per cent; (2) five per cent; (3) three 
per cent; (4) one per cent; (5) one-half per cent; and 
(6) zero per cent. 
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TABLE LVII 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 40b, APPROXIMATE PERCENTAGE OF 
DROP-OUTS DURING THE THIRD YEAR 
Approximate Ratings of 
Percentage Importance Mean 
of Drop-Outs 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
15 0 0 0 0 o.oo 
10 2 0 0 0 4.00 
6 0 0 0 0 0.00 
5 8 0 1 0 3.78 
3 1 1 0 0 .3.50 
2 0 0 0 0 0.00 
1 2 0 0 0 4.00 
0.5 1 0 0 0 4.00 
0 2 0 0 0 4.00 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 40b, approximate percentage of drop-outs during the 
third year, fifteen ier cent d~op-outs was accorded a n4u (of great importance rating by none of the participants; 
a "3" (of importance ratine; by none of the participants; 
a 11 2n (of little importance) rating by none of the parti-
cipants; and a ttl" (of no importance) rating by none of 
the participants. A mean index rating of 0.00 was attri-
buted to fifteen per cent drqp-outs during the third year. 
TABLE LVIII 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 40bJ APPROXIMATE PERCENTAGE 
OF DROP-OUTS DuRING THE THIRD YEAR 
Approximate 
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Percentage Percentage of 
of Drop-Outs* D X A Application 
15 0 49 1 2.0 
10 0 44 6 12.0 
6 0 49 1 2.0 
5** 0 39 11 22.0 
3 . 0 45 5 10.0 
2 0 42 8 16.0 
1*** 0 38 12 24.0 
0.5 0 49 1 2.0 
0 0 45 5 10.0 
*The average drop-out was four per cent. 
**The second mode. 
***The first mode. 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 40bJ approximate percentage of drop-outs during the 
third yearJ fifteen per cent drop-outs was accorded a "D" 
(detrimental) response by none of the participants; an "xu 
(not applicable) response by forty-nine participants; and 
an 11 A" (applicable) response by one participant. The per-
centage of application for fifteen per cent drop-outs during 
the third year was 2.0. 
Fifteen per cent, six per cent, and two per cent 
drop-outs, not accorded ratings of importance, also 
received low percentages of application. 
As to percentages of application, six of the per-
centages of drop-outs rated "of great irnportancett were 
designated as low while three of the percentages of drop-
outs not accorded ratings of importance alBo were classi-
fied as low. 
It is noteworthy, however, that those percentages 
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of drop-outs which received a low percentage of application, 
as singular entities, were quite significant when combined. 
Thus, drop-outs of ~ ~ ten per ~ displayed an 
extremely low percentage of application. Drop-outs of 
ten per cent ~ less showed an extremely high percentage 
of application while drop-outs of five per cent~~ 
demonstrated a high percentage of application. 
Fifty participants indicated that the drop-outs.were 
a maximum of fifteen per cent and a minimum of zero per 
cent. An extensive spread existed between the extremes. 
For Sub-factor 40b, approximate percentage of drop-outs 
during the third year, the first mode was one per cent 
while the second mode was five per cent. The average 
percentage of drop-outs during the third year was four 
per cent. 
·III • SUMMARY 
In this Chapter, findings relative to instruction 
were explored to determine the relative importance of each 
Factor through the computation of mean index ratings and 
percentages of application. 
Sub-factors related to eight of the Factors were also 
investigated through the same processes. Much specific data 
were included with the Sub-factors and were carefully 
analyzed,. 
Detrimental responses were accorded to a few of the 
Factors and Sub-factors by less than ten per cent of the 
respondents. 
Computations for the Sub-factors were based upon the 
numbers of respondents utilizing the related Factors rather 
than the total number of respondents. 
The results were reported in tabular form and each 
table was fully interpreted and summarized within the text. 
CHAPTER VI 
FINDINGS RELATED TO MUSICAL ORGANIZATIONS 
In this Chapter, findings relative to musical o~gani­
zations were organized into five categories. These cate-
gories were as follows: (1) to ascertain the relative 
importance of each Factor through the computation of mean 
index ratings; (2) to determine the percentage of applica-
tion for each Factor; (3) to ascertain the relative impor-
tance ·or the Sub-factors which related to five of the 
Factors through the computation of mean index ratings; 
(4) to determine the percentage of application for the 
Sub-factors which related to five of the Factors; and 
(5) to present those Factors which were accorded detri-
mental responses by the participants. 
I. FACTORS RELATED TO MUSICAL ORGANIZATIONS 
Ratings of importance. Table LIX shows the Factors 
related to musical organizations and their ratings accorded 
by the participants in this study. Of these, the following 
were rated "of great importance:n Factors 42, each elemen-
tary school has a band; 43, an 11 all-town" or "all-city" 
band comprised of pupils from all elementary schools; 44, 
two "all-town" or "all-city" bands functioning; 45, three 
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TABLE LIX 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX 
RATINGS FOR FACTORS RELATED TO 
MUSICAL ORGANIZATIONS 
Ratings of 
Importance Mean 
No. Factors 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
41 The elementary school band 
merely an extension of 
"instruction classes" in 
order to satisfy demands 
14 3.47 for P.T.A. appearances 1 3 1 
42 Each elementary school has 
a band 38 3 4 0 3.76 
43 An nall-town" or nall-cityn 
band comprised of pupils 
3.87 from all elementary schools 31 5 0 0 
44 Two "all-townn or "all-city 11 
bands functioning 7 0 1 0 3. 75. 
45 Three "all-town 11 or 'tall-city" 
bands functioning 5 0 0 0 4.00 
46 A band for each grade level 16 1 0 0 3.94 
47 Marching an integral part of 
the concert band(s) 13 7 4 1 3.28 
48 A program for small ensembles 32 8 3 0 3.67 
49 Solo preparation encouraged 50 18 3 0 3.66 
50 Regularly scheduled recitals 9 6 2 2 3.16 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Factor 
41~ the elementary school band merely an extension of 
"instruction classes" in order to satisfy demands for P.T.A. 
appearances~ was accorded a 11411 {of great importance) rating 
by fourteen participants; a "3" (of importance) rating by 
one participant; a 11 2n (of little importance) rating by 
three participants; and a nl u (of no importance) rating 
by one participant. A mean index rating of 3.47 was attri-
buted to the factor. 
"all-town 11 or "all-city" bands functioning; 46, a band for 
each grade level; 48, a program for small ensembles; and 
49, solo preparation encouraged. 
Certain Factors were adjudged "of importanceu and 
were as follows: Factors 41, the elementary school band 
merely an extension of 11 instruction classes" in order to 
satisfy demands for P.T.A. appearances; 47, marching an 
integral part of the concert band; and 50, regularly 
scheduled recitals. 
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Of the ten Factors related to musical organizations, 
seven were rated "of great importance 11 while three were 
adjudged "of importance." 
Percentages of application. Table LX indicates that 
the Factors related to musica~ organizations varied in terms 
of percentages of application among the respondees. 
Factor 49, solo preparation encouraged, was rated 
"of great importance 11 and received a high percentage of 
application. 
Factor 42, each elementary school has a band, was 
rated "of great importance 11 and showed a creditable percen-
tage of application. 
Factors 43, an "all-townn or nall-cityn band comprised 
of pupils from all elementary schools, and 48, a program for 
small ensembles, were rated "of great importance 11 and 
received a reasonable percentage of appl~cation. 
~ j 
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TABLE LX 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES 
FOR FACTORS RELATED TO 
MUSICAL ORGANIZATIONS 
Percentage of 
No. Factor D X A Application 
41 The elementary school band 
merely an extension of 
"instruction classes" in 
order to satisfy demands 
60 for P.T.A. appearances 1 20 25.0 
42 Each elementary school has 
a band 0 35 45 56.3 
43 An "all-town" or "all-cityn 
band comprised of pupils 
40 40 from all elementary schools 0 50.0 
44 Two "all-townn or 11 all-city" 
bands functioning 0 72 8 10.0 
45 Three uall-town 11 or "all-
cityrr bands functioning 0 75 5 6.0 46 A band for each grade level 0 63 17 21.3 
47 Marching an integral part 
of the concert band(s) 2 53 27 33.8 48 A program for small ensembles 0 37 43 53.8 49 Solo preparation encouraged 0 9 71 88.8 50 Regularly scheduled recitals 0 61 19 24.8 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Factor 
41, the elementary school band merely an extension of 
"instruction classes 11 in order to satisfy demands for 
P.T.A. appearances, was accorded a "D" (detrimental) 
response by one participant; an "X" (not applicable) 
response by sixty participants; and an 11 Au (applicable) 
response by twenty participants. The percentage of 
application was 25.0. 
Some Factors rated 11of great importancen were 
accorded a low percentage of application and were as 
follows: Factors 44, two nall-town" or ttall-cityn bands 
functioning; 45, three uall-town" or 11 all-city" bands 
functioning; and 46, a band for each grade level. 
Certain Factors were rated 11 of importancen but 
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demonstrated a low percentage of application. They were 
as follows: Factors 41, the elementary school band merely 
an extension of "instruction classes" in order to satisfy 
demands for P.T.A. appearances; 47, marching an tntegral 
part of the concert band; and 50, regularly scheduled 
recitals. 
Of the ten Factors related to musical organizations 
investigated, as to percentages of application, one "of 
great importance" was designated as high; one "of great 
importance" was classified as creditable; two 11of great 
importance" were named as reasonable; three uof great 
importance" were designated as low; and three "of impor-
. 
tance" were classified as low. 
Detrimental responses. Table LX shows the Factors 
related to musical organizations which were accorded detri-
mental responses by the participants. They were as follows: 
Factors 41, the elementary school band merely an extension 
of ninstruction classes•t in order to sat~fy dem~ds foP 
\1-< 
_ ... ~--
,-
P.T.A. appearances; and 47, marching an integral part of 
the concert band. Less than ten per cent of the respon-
dents accorded detrimental responses to each of the above 
Factors which related to musical organizations. 
II. SUB-FACTORS RELATED TO MUSICAL ORGANIZATIONS 
In this Chapter, five Factors were to be investigated 
in greater detail. These Factors were as follows: Factors 
42, each elementary school has a band; 43, an "all-town" or 
"all-city" band comprised of pupils from all elementary 
schools; 46, a band for each grade level; 47, marching an 
integral part of the concert band; and 48, a program for 
small ensembles. 
Each grouping of Sub-factors was treated separately 
as the statistical computations were based upon the number 
of respondees utilizing the Factor rather than the total 
number of respondees. 
A. EACH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL HAS A BAND 
·A total of forty-five applicable responses were 
recorded for Factor 42, each elementary school has a band. 
Evaluations of the related Sub-factors were submitted by 
forty-three of these respondees. 
Ratings of importance. Table LXI shows the ratings 
1 
of importance and mean index ratings for the Sub-factors 
related to Factor 42, each elementary school has a band. 
Sub-factors 42b, all students participate, and 42d, 
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students audition for band, were rated "of great importance." 
Sub-factors 42a, an attempt at complete instrumenta-
tion, and 42c, students selected according to abilities, 
were rated "of importance. 11 
Of the four Sub-factors related to Factor 42, each 
elementary school has a band, two were rated "of great 
importance" while two were adjudged ''of importance. 11 
Percentages of application. Table LXII indicates 
that the percentages of application for the Sub-factors 
related to Factor 42, each elementary school has a band, 
varied considerably. 
Sub-factor 42b, all students participate, was rated 
"of great importance" and received a reasonable percentage 
of application. 
Sub-factor 42d, students audition for band, was 
adjudged 11 of great importance 11 but showed a low percentage 
of application. 
Sub-factor 42a, an attempt at complete instrumenta-
tion, was rated "of importance" and received a high percen-
tage of application. 
TABLE LXI 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
SUB-FACTORS RELATED TO FACTOR 42, EACH 
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL HAS A BAND 
Ratings of 
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Importance Mean 
No. Sub-factors 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
42a .An attempt at complete 
instrumentation 13 10 6 1 3.17 
b All students participate 17 3 2 0 3.68 
c Students selected according 
to abiliti-es 9 7 5 0 3.19 
d Students audition for band 9 4 1 0 3-57 
NOTE: This Table should be read as ·follows: Sub-
factor 42a, an attempt at complete instrumentation, was 
accorded a 11 4 11 (of great importance) rating by thirteen 
participants; a 11 311 (of importance) rating by ten parti-
cipants; a 11 211 (of little importance) rating by six par-
ticipants; and a uln (of no importance) rating by one 
participant. A mean index rating of 3.17 was attributed 
to the Sub-factor. 
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TABLE LXII 
APPLICABLE AND BETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR 
SUB-FACTORS RELATED TO FACTOR 42, EACH 
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL HAS A BAND 
Percentage of 
No. Sub-factors D X A Application 
42a .An attempt at compl,ete 
instrumentation 2 11 32 74.4 
b All students participate 0 21 22 51.2 
c Students selected according 
to abilities 1 21 22 51.2 
d Students audition for band 1 28 15 34.9 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 42a, an attempt at complete instrumentation, was 
accorded a "Dtt (detrimental) response by two participants; 
an nxn ~not applicable) response by eleven participants; 
and an 'A" (applicable) response by thirty-two partici-
pants. The percentage of application for the Sub-factor 
was 74.4. 
Sub-factor 42c, students selected according to 
abilities, was adjudged "of importance" ard displayed a 
reasonable percentage of application. 
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Four Sub-factors related to Factor 42, each elemen-
tary school has a band, were investigated as to percentages 
of application: one "of great importance'r was accorded a 
reasonable; one "of great i:rry;>ortancen received a low; one 
"of importancett was adjudged as high; and one "of impor-
tance" received a reasonable. 
Detrimental responses. Table LXII shows the Sub-
factors related to Factor 42, each elementary school has 
a band, which were accorded detrimental responses by the 
participants. They were as follows: Sub-factors 42a, an 
attempt at complete instrumentation; 42c, atudents selected 
according to abilities; and 42d, students audition for band. 
Less than ten per cent of the respondents accorded detri-
mental responses to each of the Sub-factors which related 
to Factor 42, each elementary school has a band. 
Five Sub-factors related to Factor 42, each elemen-
tary school has a band, were treated separately because 
certain specific data were included. These Sub-factors 
were as follows: Sub-factors 42e, number of elementary 
school band rehearsals per week during school hours; 42ee, 
length of elementary school band rehearsals in minutes 
during school hours; 42f, number of elementary school band 
rehearsals in minutes not during school hours; and 42g, 
approximate number of elementary school band concerts per 
year. 
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Number of Elementary School Band Rehearsals per Week during 
School Hours 
Ratings ~f importance. Table LXIII shows the ratings 
- ...... 
of importance and mean index ratings for Sub-factor 42e, 
number of elementary school band rehearsals per week during 
school hours. Those rated "of great importance" were as 
follows: (l) rive rehearsais per week; (2) tpr~e rehearsals 
per week; (3) two or three rehearsals pe~ week; and (4) one 
rehearsal per week. 
Four rehearsals per week were rated 11of importance. 11 
. 
Two rehearsals per week received no ratings of 
importance. 
Five, three, a~d two or three rehearsals per week 
were rated "of great importance" while one rehearsal per 
. . 
week was also adjudged 11of great importance." Four rehear-
. . 
sals per week were rated "of importance" while two rehear-
. . 
sals per week received no ratings of importance. It is 
significant that only nine of thirty-seven respondents 
contributed ratings of importance and the resulting mean 
index ratings. 
TABLE LXIII 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS 
FOR SUB-FACTOR 42e, NUMBER OF ELEMENTARY 
SCHOOL BAND REHEARSALS PER WEEK 
DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Ratings of 
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Number of Rehearsals Importance Mean 
per Week 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
Five 3 0 0 0 4.00 
Four 0 1 0 0 3.00 
Three 2 0 0 0 4.00 
Two or Three 1 0 0 0 4.00 
Two 0 0 0 0 o.oo 
One 2 0 0 0 4.00 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 42e, number of elementary school band rehearsalsr 
per week during school hours, five rehearsals per week 
were accorded a u4u ~of great importance) rating by three 
participants; a 11 3 11 of importance) ratin~ by none of the 
participants; a "2u of little importance) ratin~ by none 
of the participants; and a 11 1 11 (of no importance) rating 
by none of the participants. A mean index rating of 4.00 
was attributed to five rehearsals per week. 
Percentages of application. Table LXIV indicates 
that the percentages of application for Sub-factor 42e, 
number of elementary school band rehearsals per week 
during school hours, were uniform. 
None of the numbers of rehearsals achieved high, 
creditable or reasonable percentages of application. 
All numbers of rehearsals rated "of great impor-
tanceu received low percentages of application. They were 
as follows: (1) five rehearsals per year; (2) three 
rehearsals per week; (3) two or three rehearsals per 
week; and (4) one rehearsal per week. 
Four rehearsals per week rated nor. importance" 
received a low percentage of application. 
Two rehearsals per week, not accorded ratings of 
importance, received a low percentage of application. 
As to percentages of application, five, three¥ and 
two or three rehearsals per week rated "of great impor-
tancetr were designated as low while one rehearsal per 
week rated nor great importancen· also displayed a low. 
Four rehearsals per week rated 11of importanceu received 
a low percentage of application while two rehearsals per 
week not accorded ratings of importance also displayed a 
low percentage of application. 
It is noteworthy, however, that those numbers of 
rehearsals which received a low percentage of application, 
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TABLE LXIV 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR SUB-FACTOR 
42e, NUMBER OF ELEMENTARY SCHOOL BAND REHEARSALS 
PER WEEK DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
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Number of Rehearsals Percentage of 
per Week D X A Application 
Five* 0 28 9 24.3 
Four 0 36 1 2.7 
Three* 0 28 9 24.3 
Two or Three** 0 36 1 2.7 
Two 0 30 7 18.9 
One*** 0 27 10 27.0 
*The second mode. 
**The average. 
***The first mode. 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 42e, number of elementary school band rehearsals 
per week during school hours, ~ive rehearsals per week 
were accorded a "Dn (detrimental) response by none of the· 
participants; an "X" (not applicable) response by twenty-
eight participants; and an 11 An (applicable) response by 
nine participants. The percentage of application for five 
rehearsals per week was 24.3. 
178 
as singular entities, were quite significant when combined. 
Thus, two or more rehearsals per week displayed a high per-
~-----
centage of application while three ££ ~ rehearsals per 
week showed a reasonable percentage of application. 
Thirty-aeven participants indicated that the numbers 
of rehears~ls per week were a maximum of five and a minimum 
of one. A moderate spread existed between the extremes. 
For Sub-factor 42e, number of elementary school band 
rehearsals per week during school hours, the first mode 
wa-s one while the second mode was five and three. The 
average number of band rehearsals per week was two or three. 
Len~th of Elementary School Band Rehearsals in Minutes during 
School Hours 
Ratings of importanc~. Table LXV shows the ratings 
of importance and mean index ratings for Sub-factor 42ee, 
length of elementary school band rehearsals in minutes 
during school hours. Those rated 11of great importance" 
.· 
. . 
were as follows: (1) sixty minute rehearsals; (2) forty-
five minute rehearsais; (3) forty minute rehearsals; 
(4) thirty-five minute rehearsals; and (5) thirty minute 
-
rehearsals. 
Some lengths of rehearsals were accorded E£ ratings 
of importance and were the following: (1) fifty minute 
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TABLE LXV 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS 
FOR SUB-FACTOR 42ee, LENGTH OF ELEMENTARY 
SCHOOL BAND REHEARSALS IN MINUTES 
DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Ratings of 
Length of Rehearsal Importance Mean 
in Minutes The Median 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
60 1 0 0 0 4.00 
50 0 0 0 0 o.oo 
45 3 0 0 0 4.00 
40 1 1 0 0 3.50 
30-45 37.5 0 0 0 0 o.oo 
35 35 1 0 0 0 4.00 30-40 
30 2 0 0 0 4.00 
25 0 0 0 0 0.00 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 42ee, length of elementary school band rehearsals 
in minutes during school hours, sixty minute rehearsals 
(determination of the median unnecessary) were accorded 
a "4 11 (of great imJ?ortance) rating by one participant; a 
11 3 11 (of importance) rating by none of the participants; 
a 11 2 11 (of little importance) rating by none of the parti-
cipants; and a 111" (of no importance) rating by none of 
the participants. A mean index rating of 4.00 was attri-
buted to sixty minute rehearsals. 
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rehearsals; (2) thirty to forty-five minute rehearsals; and 
(3) twenty-five minute rehearsals. 
Five lengths of rehearsals were rated "of great 
importance" while three lengths of rehearsals received 
~ ratings of importance. It is significant that only 
nine of thirty-seven respondents contributed ratings of 
importance and the resulting mean index ratings. 
Percentages of application. Table LXVI indicates 
that the percentages of application for Sub-factor 42ee, 
length of elementary school band rehearsals in minutes 
during school hours, were uniform. 
None of the lengths of rehearsals demonstrated 
high, creditable or reasonable percentages of application. 
All lengths of rehearsals rated 11 of great impor-
tance" received low percentages of app~ication. They were 
the following: (1) sixty minute rehearsals; (2) forty-five 
minute rehearsals; (3) forty minute rehearsals; (4) thirty-
five minute rehearsals; and (5) thirty minute rehearsals. 
Those lengths of rehearsals £2! accorded ratings of 
importance also received low percentages of application. 
They were: (1) fifty minute rehearsals; (2) thirty to 
forty-five minute rehearsals; and (3) twenty-five minute 
rehearsals. 
TABLE LXVI 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR SUB-FACTOR 
42ee, LENGTH OF ELEMENTARY SCHOOL BAND REHEARSALS 
IN MINUTES DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
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Length of Rehearsal Percentage of 
in Minutes The Median D X A Application 
60 0 34 3 8.1 
50 0 35 2 5.4 
45* 0 27 10 27.0 
. 
40** 0 31 8 21.6 
30-45 37.5 0 35 2 5.4 
35 0 34 3 8.1 30-40 35 
30 0 31 8 21.6 
25 0 36 1 2.7 
*The mode. 
**The average. 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 42ee, length of elementary school band ~ehearsal in 
minutes during school hours, sixty minute rehearsals 
~determination of the median unnecessary) were accorded a 
'D" (detrimental) response by none of the participants; an 
uxrr (not applicable) response by thirty-four participants; 
and an 11 A11 (applicable) response by three participants. 
The percentage of application for sixty minute rehearsals 
was 8.1. 
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As to percentages of application, sixty, forty-five, 
forty, thirty-five, and thirty minute rehearsals rated "of 
great importance" were designated as low while fifty, 
thirty to forty-five, and twenty-five minute rehearsals 
not accorded ratings of importance also demonstrated low 
percentages of application. 
It is noteworthy, however, that those lengths of 
rehearsals which received a low percentage of application, 
as singular entities, were quite significant when combined. 
Tnus, rehearsals thirty-five minutes ~ longer showed a 
high percentage of application. Rehearsals forty minutes 
. ££ longer displayed a creditable percentage of application. 
Thirty-seven participants indicated that the lengths 
of rehearsals were a maximum of sixty minutes and a minimum 
of twenty-five minutes. A moderate spread existed between 
the extremes. For Sub-factor 42ee, length of elementary 
school band rehearsal in minutes during school hours, the 
mode was forty-five minutes while the average was forty 
minutes. 
. 
Number of Elementary School Band Rehearsals per Week not 
during School Hours 
Ratings of importance. Table LXVII shows the ratings 
of importance and mean index ratings for Sub-factor 42f, 
number of e~ementary school band rehearsals per week not 
" 
TABLE LXVII 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS 
FOR SUB-FACTOR 42f, NUMBER OF ELEMENTARY 
SCHOOL BAND REHEARSALS PER WEEK 
NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Ratings of 
Number of Rehearsals Importance 
per Week 4 3 2 1 
Five 1 0 0 0 
Three 0 0 0 0 
Two 3 0 0 0 
One 1 0 0 0 
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Mean 
Ratings 
4.00 
0.00 
4.00 
4.00 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 42f, number of elementary school band rehearsals per 
week not during school hours, five rehearsals per week were 
accorded a "4n (of great importance) rating by one partici-
pant,; a "3" (of importance) rating by none of the partici-
pants; a "2" (of little importance) ratin~ by none of the 
participants,; and a 11 111 (of no importance) rating by none 
of the participants. A mean index rating of 4.00 was 
attributed to five rehearsals per week. 
-" 
I' 
during school hours. Those rated "of great importance" 
were as follows: (1) five rehearsals per week; (2) two 
rehearsals per week; and (3) one rehearsal per week. 
Three rehearsals per week received ££ ratings of 
importance. 
Five, two, and one rehearsals per week were rated 
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11 of great importance" while three rehearsals per week were 
accorded no ratings of importance. It is significant that 
oniy five of eight respondents contributed ratings of impor-
tance and the resulting mean index ratings. 
I 
Percentages of application. Table LXVIII indicates 
that the percentages of application for Sub-factor 42f, 
number of elementary school band rehearsals per week not 
during school hours, were uniform. 
None of the numbers of rehearsals achieved high, 
creditable or reasonable percentages of application • 
.All numbers of rehearsals, rated "of great impor-
tance,11 received low percentages of application. They 
were the following: (1) five rehearsals per wee·k; (2) two 
rehearsals per week; and (3) one rehearsal per week. 
Three rehearsals per weekj not accorded ratings of 
importance, received a low percentage of application • 
.As to percentages of application, five, two, and 
one rehearsals per week rated "of great importance" were 
TABLE LXVIII 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR SUB-FACTOR 
42f~ NUMBER OF ELEMENTARY SCHOOL BAND REHEARSALS 
PER WEEK NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
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I Number of Rehearsals Percentage of 
per Week D X A Application 
Five 0 7 1 12.5 
Three 0 7 1 12.5 
Two* ** 0 5 3 37.5 
One** 0 5 3 37.5 
*The average. 
**The mode. 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 42f~ 'number of elementary school band rehearsals 
per week not during school hours~ five rehearsals per 
week were accorded a 11 D11 (detrimental) response by none 
of the participants; an 11X11 (not applicable) response by 
seven participants; and an 11 A" (applicable) response by 
one participant. The percentage of application for five 
rehearsals per week was 12.5. 
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. classified as low while three rehearsals per week, not 
accorded ratings of importance, also displayed a low. 
It is noteworthy, however, tpat those numbers of 
rehearsals which received a low percentage of application, 
I 
as"singular entities, were quite significant when combined. 
Thus,-~ ££ ~ rehearsals per week displayed a creditable 
. 
percentage of application. Two or less rehearsals per week· 
---
•. 
sh0wed a high percentage of application. 
Eight participants indicated that the numbers of 
rehearsals per week were a maximum of five and a minimum 
of one. A moderate spread existed between the extremes. 
For Sub-factor 42f) number of elementary school band 
rehearsals per week not during school hours, the mode 
was both one and two while the average was two. 
Length of Elementary School Band Rehearsals in Minutes not 
during School Hours 
Ratings of importance. Table LXIX shows the ratings 
., ' 
of' importance and mean index ratings for Sub-factor 42ff-, 
length of elementary school band rehearsals in minutes not 
during school hours. Those rated 11of great importance 11 
we,re as follows: (1) sixty minute. rehearsals; (2) forty-
f:t:ve minute rehear~ais; and (3) forty minute rehearsals. 
Eighty minute rehearsals received no ratings of 
importance. 
Length 
TABLE LXIX 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 42ff, LENGTH OF ELEMENTARY 
SCHOOL BAND REHEARSALS IN MINUTES 
NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Ratings of 
of Rehearsal Importance 
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Mean 
in Minutes 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
80 0 0 0 0 0.00 
60 2 0 0 0 4.00 
45 1 1 0 0 3.50 
40 1 0 0 0 4.00 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 42ff, length of elementary school band rehearsals 
in minutes not durin~ school hours, eighty minute rehearsals 
were accorded a n4n (of treat importance) rating by none of 
the participants; a rr3n of importance) ratin~ by none of 
the participants; a "2" of little importance) rating by 
none of the participants; and a 11 1 11 (of no importance) 
rating by none of the participants. A mean index rating 
of, 0. 00 was attributed to eighty minute rehearsals. 
Sixty, forty-five, and forty minute rehearsals were 
rated "of great importance" while eighty minute rehearsals 
received no ratings of importance. It is significant that 
, 
only five of eight respondents contributed ratings of 
importance and the resulting mean index ratings. 
Percentages of application. Table LXX indicates 
that the percentages of application for Sub-factor 42ff, 
length of elementary school band rehearsals in minutes not 
during school hours, varied slightly. 
None of the lengths of rehearsals demonstrated 
high or creditable percentages of application. 
Sixty minute rehearsals rated nof great importance'' 
displayed a reasonable percentage of application. 
Forty-five and forty minute rehearsals rated "of 
great importancett showed low percentages of application. 
Eighty minute rehearsals not accorded ratings of 
importance received a low percentage of application. 
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As to percentage of application, sixty minute rehear-
sals rated "of great importance" displayed a reasonable 
while forty-five and forty minute rehearsals rated "of 
,, 
great importancen showed low. Eighty minute rehearsals 
no·t accorded ratings of importance also received a low 
pe~centage of application. 
TABLE LXX 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 42ff, LENGTH OF ELEMENTARY 
SCHOOL BAND REHEARSALS IN MINUTES 
NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
189 
Length of Rehearsals Percentage of 
in Minutes* D X A Application 
80 0 7 1 12.5 
60** 0 4 4 50.0 
45 0 6 2 25.0 
40 0 7 1 12.5 
*The average length of rehearsals was fifty-six 
m:Lnutes. 
**The mode. 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 42ff, length of elementary school band rehearsals 
in minutes not during school hours, eighty minute rehear-
sals were accorded a nDn (detrimental) response by none 
of the participants; an "X" (not applicable) response by 
s~ven participants; and an 11 A11 (applicable) response by 
one participant. The percentage of application for 
eighty mi.nute rehearsals was 12.5. 
It is noteworthy, however, that those lengths of 
. 
rehearsals which received either a reasonable or low per-
centage of application, as singular entities, were quite 
significant when combined. Thus, rehearsals forty-five 
minutes 2£ longer received a high percentage of applica-
-tiqn. Rehearsals sixty minutes ££ longer displayed a 
creditable percentage of application. 
Eighty participants indicated that the lengths of 
rehearsals were a maximum of eighty minutes and a minimum 
of,forty minutes. A moderate spread existed between the 
extremes. For Sub-factor 4?ff, length of elementary 
school band rehearsals in minutes not during school 
hours, the mode was sixty minutes while the average was 
fifty-six minutes. 
Approximate Number of Elementary School Band Concerts per 
Year 
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Ratings of importance. Table LXXI shows the ratings 
of' importance and mean index ratings for.Sub-factor 42g, 
approximate number of elementary school band concerts per 
year. Those rated "of great importance" were as follows: 
(1) six· concerts pe~ year; (2) four con~erts per year; 
{3:) three concerts per year:; ~nd (4) two concerts per year. 
One concert per year was 9ccorded ~ ratings of 
importance. 
TABLE LXXI 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS 
FOR SUB-FACTOR 42g, APPROXIMATE NUMBER 
OF ELEMENTARY SCHOOL BAND 
CONCERTS PER YEAR 
Ratings of 
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Number of Concerts Importance Mean 
per Year 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
Six 1 0 0 0 4.00 
Four 4 0 0 0 4.00 
Three 2 2 0 0 3.50 
Two 4 0 0 0 4.00 
One 0 0 0 0 o.oo 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 42g, approximate number of elementary school band 
concerts per year, six concerts per year were accorded a 
"4 11 (of great importance) rating by one participant; a 
11
.3" (of importance) rating by none of the participants; 
a 11 211 (of little importance) rating by none of the parti-
cipants; and a "1 11 (of no importance) rating by none of 
the participants. A mean index rating o~ 4.00 was attri-
b~ted to six concerts per year. · 
Six, four, three, and two concerts per year were 
ra/ted "of great importance 11 while one concert per year 
,, 
was accorded££ ratings of importance. It is significant 
that only thirteen of the forty-one respondents contri-
buted ratings of importance and the resulting mean index 
ra,tings. 
Percentages £[ application. Table LXXII indicates 
tQat the percentages of application for Sub-factor 42g, 
approximate number of elementary school band concerts 
I 
pe,r year, varied slightly. 
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None of the numbers of concerts per year demonstrated 
hi:gh or creditable percentages of application. 
Two concerts per year rated 11 of great importance" 
de,monstrated a reasonal;>le percentage of application. 
Some numbers of concerts per year were rated '11 of 
,, 
great importancen but displayed low percentages of appli-
cation. They were as follows: (1) six concerts per year; 
(2) four concerts per year; and (3) three concerts per 
year. 
One concert per year not accorded ratings of impor-
tance showed a low percentage of application. 
As to percentages of application, two concerts per 
year rated "of great importancen displayed a reasonable 
while six, four, and three concerts per year not accorded 
1: 
TABLE LXXII 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 42g, APPROXIMATE NUMBER 
OF ELEMENTARY SCHOOL BAND 
CONCERTS PER YEAR 
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Number of Concerts Percentage of 
per Year D X A Application 
Six 0 39 2 4.9 
Four 0 34 7 17.1 
Three* 0 31 10 24.4 
Two** 0 21 20 48.8 
One 0 39 2 4.9 
*The average. 
**The mode. 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
f'actor 42g, approximate number of elementary school band 
concerts per year, six concerts per year were accorded a 
nD" (detrimental) response by none of the participants; 
an nxtt (not applicable) response by thirty-nine partici-
pants; and an "Au (applicable) response by two partici-
p'ants. The percentage of application for six concerts 
per year was 4.9. 
ratings of importance received low percentages of applica-
t,ion. One concert per year not accorded ratings of impor-
tance also showed a low percentage of application. 
It is noteworthy, however, that those numbers of 
doncerts per year which received either a reasonable or 
low percentage of application, as singular entities, were 
quite significant when combined. Thus, two .2E. ~ con-
certs per year received a very high percentage of applica-
tion. 
Forty-one participants indicated that the numbers 
,, 
bf concerts per year were a maximum of six and a minimum 
of one. A wide spread existed between the extremes. For 
'Sub-factor 42g, approximate number of elementary school 
'band concerts per year,. the mode was two while the average 
was three. 
B. AN uALL-TOWW1 OR "ALL-CITY" B.AND COJYIPRISED OF 
PUPILS FROM ALL ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS 
A total of forty applicable responses were recorded 
,, for Factor 43, an "all-town" or "all-city" band comprised 
of pupils from all elementary schools. Evaluations of the 
' related Sub-factors were submitted by these respondees. 
' 
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Ratings of importance. Table LXXIII shows the ratings 
of importance and mean index ratings for the Sub-factors 
TABLE LXXIII 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
SUB-FACTORS RELATED TO FACTOR 43J AN 
II ALL-TOWN" OR "ALL-CITY" BAND 
COMPRISED OF PUPILS FROM 
ALL ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS 
Ratings of 
Importance 
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Mean 
No. Sub-factors 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
4'3a .An attempt at complete 
instrumentation 20 12 2 1 3.46 
b Students selected accord-
ing to abilities 17 8 3 0 '3.39 
c Students audition for band 12 4 1 0 3.65 
,. d All students allowed to 
participate 15 4 0 1 3.65 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: SUb-
factor 43aJ an attempt at complete instrumentationJ was 
accorded a 11 4 11 (of great importance) rating by twenty 
participants; a. 11 3 11 (of importance) ratin~ by twelve 
participants; a 11 2 11 (of little importance) rating by 
two participants; and a 11 111 (of no importance) rating 
by one participant. A mean index rating of 3.46 was 
attributed to the Sub-factor. 
rea.ated to Factor 43, an "all-town" or "all-city" band 
comprised of pupils from all elementary schools. 
Sub-factors 43c, students audition for band, and 
43b, students selected according to abilities, were rated 
11 of importance.rr 
Of the four Sub-factors related to Factor 43, an 
"all-townrr or "all-city" band comprised of pupils from 
all elementary schools, two were rated nof great impor-
tance" while two were adjudged "of importance." 
Percentages of application. Table LXXIV indicates 
that the percentages of application for the Sub-factors 
related to Factor 43, an "all-town" or "all-city" band 
comprised of pupils from all elementary schools, varied 
considerably. 
Both Sub-factors rated 11 of great importance" 
received reasonable percentages of application. They 
were: Sub-factors 43c, students audition for band, and 
43d, all students allowed to participate. 
Sub-factor 43a, an attempt at complete instrumenta-
tion, was rated "of importance 11 and displayed a high per-
.centage of application. 
Sub-factor 43b, students selected according to 
abilities, was rated "of importance" and demonstrated a 
creditable percentage of application. 
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TABLE LXXIV 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR 
SUB-FACTORS RELATED TO FACTOR 43, AN 
11 ALL-TOWNn OR 11 ALL-CITY'r BAND 
COMPRISED OF PUPILS FROM 
ALL ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS 
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Percentage of 
No. Sub-factors D X A Application 
,, 
43a An attempt at complete 
instrumentation 1 4 36 87.8 
b Students selected accord-
ing to abilities 0 12 28 68.3 
c Students audition for band 0 23 17 41.5 
d All students allowed to 
participate 0 23 20 48.8 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 43a, an attempt at complete instrumentation, was 
accorded a "Du (detrimental) response by one participant; 
an 11X11 (not applicable) response by four participants; 
and an "A" (applicable) response by thirty-six partici-
pants. The percentage of application for the Sub-factor 
yvas 87.8. 
Detrimental responses. Table LXXIV shows a Sub-
factor related to Factor 43, an 11 all-town 11 or ttall-cityn 
band comprised of pupils from all elementary schools, 
which was accorded a detrimental response by one partici-
pant and was as follows: Sub-factor 43a, an attempt at 
complete instrumentation. 
Four Sub-factors related to Factor 43, an "all-
tewnn or "all-city" band comprised of pupils from all 
elementary schools, were investigated as to percentages 
of application. Two 11 of great importance" were designated 
a,s reasonable; one "of importance" received a high; and 
one 11 of importance" displayed a creditable. 
Five Sub-factors related to Factor 43, an "all-
town" or "all-cityn band comprised of pupils from all 
elementary schools, were treated separately because cer-
tain specific data were included. These Sub-factors were 
as follows: Sub-factors 43e, number of "all-towntt or 
11 all-cityn band rehearsals per week during school hours; 
43f, number of ttall-townn or nall-city" band rehearsals 
per week not during school hours; 43ff, length of nall-
·town 11 or n all-ci tyn band rehearsals in minutes not during 
school hours; and 43g, approximate number of "all-townn 
or "all-city" band concerts per year. 
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Number of 11All-Town 11 or "All-City'' Band Rehearsals per Week 
• ... f ' .. 
during School Hours 
Ratings of importance. Table LXXV shows the ratings 
of importance and mean index ratings for-Sub-factors 43e~ 
number of 11all-town" or "all-city~' band rehearsals per week, 
. 
were rated "of great importance." 
. . , 
One or two rehearsals per week were rated "of impor-
tance." 
Three rehearsals and two rehearsals per week received 
no ratings of importance. 
One rehearsal per week was rated "of great importance" 
. 
while o(.le or two rehearsals per 't!eek was adjudged "of impor-
tance." Three and two rehearsals per week received no 
ratings of importance. It is significant that only four 
. 
d,f fifteen respondents contributed ratings of importance 
and the resulting mean index ratings. 
Percentages of application. Table LXXVI indicates 
that the percentages of application for Sub-fa~tor 43e, 
number of "all-town" or "all-city" band rehearsals per 
week during school hours, varied. 
One rehearsal per week was rated "of great impor-
:;tance" and displayed a creditable percentage of applica-
tion. 
TABLE LXXV 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE 'AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 43e, NUMBER OF 11 ALL-TOWN" OR 
Number of 
11 ALL-CITYtt BAND REHEARSALS PER WEEK 
DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Ratings of 
Rehearsals Importance 
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Mean 
per Week 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
·Three 0 0 0 0 o.oo 
Two 0 0 0 0 0.00 
One or Two 0 1 0 0 3.00 
One 2 1 0 0 3.67 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 43e, number of nall-town" or "all-city" band rehear-
sals per week during ~chool hours, three rehearsals per week 
were accorded a "4" (of !reat importance) rating by none of 
the participants; a "3" of importance) ratin~ by none of 
t;he participants; a 11 2 11 of little importance) rating by 
none of the participants; and a "1 11 (of no importance) 
~ating by none of the participants. A mean index rating 
of 0.00 was attributed to three rehearsals per week. 
TABLE LXXVI 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 43e, NUMBER OF "ALL-TOWNn 
OR 11 ALL-CITYtt BAND REHEARSALS PER 
WEEK DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
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Number of Rehearsals Percentage of 
per Week D X A Application 
Three 0 14 1 6.-7 
Two 0 11 4 26.7 
One or Two 0 14 1 6.7 
One* 0 6 9 60.0 
*The mode and the average. 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 43e, number of "all-town 11 or nall-city" band rehear-
sals per week during school hours, three rehearsals per 
week were accorded a "D" (detrimental) response by none 
of the participants; an nxn (not applicable) response by 
fourteen participants; and an "An (applicable) response 
by one participant. The percentage of application was 
6.7. 
202 
One or two rehearsals per week rated "of importance" 
reqeived a low percentage of application. 
Three rehearsals and two rehearsals per week accorded 
no ratings of importance also received low percentages of 
application. 
As to percentages of application, one rehearsal per 
week rated "of great importance" displayed a creditable 
while one or two rehearsals per week rated trof importance" 
received a low. Three rehearsals and two rehearsals per 
week not accorded·- ratings of importance displayed low 
percentages of application. 
It is noteworthy, however, that those numbers of 
r1~hearsals which received a low percentage of application, 
as singular entities, were significant when combined. 
Thus, two ££ ~ rehearsals per week displayed a reason-
able percentage of application. 
Fifteen participants indicated that the numbers of 
rehearsals per week were a maximum of three and a minimum 
of one. A small spread existed between the extremes. For 
,, 
Sub-factor 43e, number of "all-town" or 11 all-cityn band 
'j:.ehearsals per week during school hours, the mode was one 
:while the average was also one. 
Length of 11All-Town 11 or 11All-City11 Band Rehearsals in 
. . -
Minutes during School-Hours 
Ratings of importance. Table LXXVII shows the 
ra~ings of importance and mean index ratings for Sub-
factor 43ee, length of 11all-town 11 or 11a11-city11 b~md 
. . . 
rehearsals in minutes during school hours. Those rated 
' 
11of great importance" were as follows: (i) sixty minute 
. . 
rehearsals and (2) forty-five minute rehearsals. 
Forty minute and thirty minute rehearsals received 
no ratings_of importance. 
Sixty and forty-five minute rehearsals were rated 
11of great importance" while forty and thirty minute 
. . 
rehearsals received no ratings of importance. It is 
" 
significant that only four of fifteen respondents con-
tributed ratings of importance and the resulting mean 
index ratings. 
203 
Percentages of application. T~ble LXXVIII indicates 
. -
that the percentages of application for Sub-factor 43ee, 
length of nall-town" or 11all-city11 band rehearsals in 
minutes during school hours, varied. 
Sixty minute rehearsals rated 11of great importance" 
displayed a reasonable percentage of application. 
Forty-five minute rehearsals rated 11of great impor-
tance" received a low percentage of application. 
TABLE LXXVII 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 43ee, LENGTH OF nALL-TOWNn 
OR 11 ALL-CITY11 BAND REHEARSALS IN 
MINUTES DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Ratings of 
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Length of Rehearsals Importance Mean 
in Minutes 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
60 1 0 0 0 4.00 
45 2 1 0 0 3.67 
40 0 0 0 0 0.00 
30 0 0 0 0 0.00 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
:factor 43ee, length of ttall-townn or 11 all-cityn band 
rehearsals in minutes during school hours, sixty minute 
vehearsals were accorded a 11 4 11 (of great importance) 
rating by one participant; a 11 3 11 (of importance) rating 
by none of the participants; a 11 211 (of little importance) 
.rating by none of the participants; and a 11 1" (of no 
,,importance) rating by none of the participants. A mean 
index rating of 4.00 was attributed to sixty minute 
rehearsals. 
TABLE LXXVIII 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR SUB-FACTOR 
43ee, LENGTH OF "ALL-TOWNrt OR nALL-CITYn 
BAND REHEARSALS IN MINUTES 
DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
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Length of Rehearsals Percentage of 
in Minutes* D X A Application 
60** 0 7 8 53.3 
45 0 10 5 33.3 
40 0 14 l 6.7 
30 0 14 l 6.7 
*The average was fifty-two. 
**The mode. 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
::factor 43ee, length of "all-townu or "all-ci tyn band 
'rehearsals in minutes during school hours, sixty minute 
rehearsals were accorded a "D" (detrimental) reSJ?Onse by 
1none of the participants; an "X11 (not applicable) response 
by seven participants; and an 11 A" (applicable) response by 
eight participants. The percentage of application was 
53.3. 
Forty minute and thirty minute rehearsals, not 
accorded ratings of importance, showed low percentages 
of application. 
As to percentages of application, sixty minute 
rehearsals rated 11 of great importance" received a reason-
able while forty-five minute rehearsals, rated 11 of great 
importance, 11 displayed a low. Forty·minute and thirty 
minute rehearsals not accorded ratings of importance both 
r,eceived low percentages of application. 
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It is noteworthy that the lengths of rehearsals 
which received a reasonable or low percentage of applica-
tion, as singular entities, were significant when combined. 
Thus, rehearsals forty-five minutes 2£ longer displayed a 
,high percentage of application. 
Fifteen participants indicated that the lengths of 
rehearsals were a maximum of sixty minutes and a minimum 
of thirty minutes. A small spread existed between the 
extremes. For Sub-factor 43ee, length of ttall-town" or 
11 all-city11 band rehearsals in minutes during school hours, 
the mode was sixty minutes while the average was fifty-two 
minutes. 
Number of Elementary School Band Rehearsals per Week not 
during School Hours 
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Ratings £! importance. Table LXXIX shows the ratings 
of importance and mean index ratings for.Sub-factor 43f, 
number of 11all-town 11 or "all-city" band rehearsals per week 
I • ' 
not during school hours. Those rated 11of great importance 11 
' . ~ 
were two rehearsals per week and one rehearsal per week. 
One or two rehearsals per week were adjudged 11of 
' 
importance. 11 
Two and one rehearsals per week were rated 11of great 
importance" while one or two rehearsals per week w~re 
adjudged uof importance." It is significant that only 
seven of seventeen respondents contributed ratings of 
importance and the resulting mean index ratings. 
Percentages 2f application. Table LXXX indicates 
. ·~ 
that the percentages of application for Sub-factor 43f, 
number of 11all-town" or "all-city11 bar.~d rehearsals per 
. . . 
'' week not during school hours, varied. 
I 
One rehearsal per week rated 11of great importance 11 
displayed a high percentage of application. 
Two rehearsals per week rated "of great importance" 
. 
received a low percentage of application. 
One or two rehearsals per week rated 11of importance" 
showed a low percentage of application. 
TABLE LXXIX 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 43f, NUMBER OF- 11 ALL-TOWN 11 OR 
"ALL-CITY" BAND REHEARSALS PER WEEK 
NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Number of Rehearsals 
Ratings of 
Importance 
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Mean 
1, per Week 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
Two 1 0 0 0 4.00 
One or Two 0 1 0 0 3.00 
One 4 1 0 0 3.80 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 43f, number of "all-town" or "all-city" band rehear-
!Sals per week not during school hours, two rehearsals per 
week were accorded a 11 4 11 (of great imJ?ortance) rating by 
one participant; a "3" (of importance) rating by none of 
the participants; a 11 2 11 (of little importance) rating by 
none of the participants; and a 11 1 11 (.of no importance) 
rating by none of the participants. A mean index rating 
of 4.00 was attributed to two rehearsals per week not 
during school hours. 
,, 
TABLE LXXX 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR SUB-FACTOR 
43f, NUMBER OF "ALL-TOWN 11 OR ttALL-CITY11 
BAND REHEARSALS PER WEEK 
NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
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Number of Rehearsals Percentage of 
per Week D X A Application 
Two 0 14 3 17.6 
One or Two 0 16 1 5.9 
One* 0 4 13 76.5 
*The mode and the average . 
. , NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 43f, number of 11all-town" or "all-city" band rehear-
sals per week not during school hours, two rehearsals per 
week were accorded a 11D11 (detrimental) response by none 
,bf the participants; an 11 X11 (not applicable) response by 
;fourteen participants; and an "A11 (applicable) response 
by three participants. The percentage of application 
for the Sub-factor was 17.6. 
One rehearsal per week rated ~'of great importance" 
. 
displayed a high percentage of application while two 
i, 
reHearsals per week rated 11 of great importance 11 received 
. 
a low percentage of application. One or two rehearsals 
pe:r;- week rated "of importance" showed a low percentage of 
application. 
It is noteworthy that those numbers of rehearsals 
. 
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which received a low percentage of application~ as singular 
,, 
entities~ were not significant when combined. 
Seventeen particip~nts indicated that the numbers 
of rehearsals per week were a maximum of two and a minimum 
of one. A slight spread existed between the extremes. For 
Sub-factor 43f~ number of "all-town" or "all-city" band 
. . . 
rehearsals per week not during school hours~ the mode was 
one while the average was also one. 
Length of "All-Town" of 11All-City" Band Rehearsals in 
.... . ... . ... .. -
Minutes not during School Hours 
Ratings of importance. Table LXXXI shows the ratings 
of importance and mean index ratings for.Sub-factor 43ff~ 
/' 
'length of "all-townn or "all-city" band rehearsals in 
' ... . 
. . 
!minutes not during school hours. Those rated "of great 
importance" were as follows: (1) ~inety minut~ rehearsals; 
,, (2) sixty minute rehearsals; and (3) forty-five minute 
rehearsals. 
TABLE LXXXI 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 43ff, LENGTH OF 11 ALL-TOWN 11 OR 
11 ALL-CI TY11 BAND REHEARSALS IN MINUTES 
NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Ratings 
L~ngth of Rehearsals Importance 
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Mean 
in Minutes 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
90 1 0 0 0 4.00 
60 2 2 0 0 3.50 
55 0 0 0 0 0.00 
45 1 0 0 0 4.00 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 43ff, length of nall-town" or "all-city" band rehear-
sals in minutes not during school hours, ninety minute 
rehearsals were accorded a 11 4 11 (of great importance) rating 
py one participant; a 11 3 11 (of importance) rating by none of 
the participants; a 11 2" (of little importance) rating by 
hone of the participants; and a "1 11 (of no importance) 
rating by none of the participants. A mean index rating 
of 4.00 was attributed to the Sub-factor. 
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Fifty-five minute rehearsals were accorded no ratings 
of importance. 
Ninety, sixty, and forty-five minute rehearsals were 
'r 
rated nof great importance 11 while fifty-five minute rehear-
., 
II 
sals received no ratings of importance. It is significant 
'• 
that only six of sixteen respondents contributed ratings 
of importance and the resulting mean index ratings. 
Percentages of application. Table LXXXII indicates 
that the percentages of application for Sub-factor 43ff, 
length of 11 all-town 11 or "all-city11 band rehearsals in 
~inutes not during school hours, varied. 
Sixty minute rehearsals rated 11 of great importancen 
qisplayed a creditable percentage of application. 
Ninety and forty-five minute rehearsals rated "of 
great importancen showed low percentages of application. 
Sixty minute rehearsals rated 11 of great importanceu 
,displayed a creditable percentage of application while 
ninety and forty-five minute rehearsals rated "of great 
,, 
importanceu showed low percentages of application. Forty-
five minute rehearsals were accorded a low percentage of 
"application. 
It is noteworthy, however, that those lengths of 
rehearsals which received a low percentage of application, 
as singular entities, were quite significant when combined. 
,, 
TABLE LXXXII 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR SUB-FACTOR 
4 3ff, NUIVIBER OF 11 ALL-TOWN" OR 11 ALL-CITY't 
BAND REHEARSALS PER WEEK 
NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
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Length of Rehearsals 
in Minutes* D X A 
Percentage of 
Application 
90 0 13 '3 
60** 0 6 10 
55 0 15 1 
45 0 14 2 
*The average was sixty-three minutes. 
**The mode. 
18.8 
62.5 
6.3 
12.5 
r· NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
~ actor 43ff, number of "all-town" or 11 all-city 11 band 
rehearsals per week not during school hours, ninety minute 
J?ehearsals were accorded a "D11 (detrimental) res,onse by 
none of the participants; an "X11 ~not applicable response 
by thirteen participants; and an 1 An (applicable response 
py three participants. The percentage of application for 
ninety minute rehearsals was 18.8. 
I 
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I Thus~ rehearsals sixty minutes ££ longer displayed a high 
percentage of application. 
Sixteen participants indicated that the lengths of 
rehearsals were a maximum of forty-five minutes. A moderate 
spread existed between the extremes. For Sub-factor 43ff~ 
length of "all-town" or 11all-city~• band rehearsals in 
tl II .. • • 
minutes not during school hours~ the mode was sixty minutes 
,, 
while the average was sixty-three minutes. 
APproximate Number of "All-Town" or 11All-City11 Elementary 
' ~ . Band Concerts per Year 
Ratings 2£ importance. Table LXXXIII shows the 
' ~ 
ratings of importanee and mean index ratings for Sub-factor 
43g~ approxima_te number of "all-town 11 or 11all-city" band 
J !f .~ 
. . . 
c,oncerts per year. Those rated 11of great importance" were 
. - . () 
as follows: (1) eight concerts per year; (2) six concerts 
- ~ 
per year; (3) three concerts per year; (4) two concerts per 
year; and (5) one concert per year. 
~ 
Four concerts per year were accorded no ratings of 
importance. 
I 
Eight~ six~ three~ two~ and one concerts per year were 
'rated 11 of great importanceu while four concerts per year were 
I' • 
. . 
~~accorded no rat?-ngs of importance. It is significant that 
only nine of thirty-seven participants contributed ratings 
of importance and the resulting mean index ratings. 
TABLE LXXXIII 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 43g~ APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF 
n ALL-TOWN" OR 11 ALL-CITY" ELEMENTARY 
BAND CONCERTS PER YEAR 
Ratings of 
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Number of Concerts Importance Mean 
per Year 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
Eight 1 0 0 0 4.00 
Six 1 0 0 0 4.00 
Four 0 0 0 0 o.oo 
Three 2 0 0 0 4.00 
Two 1 0 0 0 4.00 
One 4 0 0 0 4.00 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 43g~ approximate number of "all-townn or "all-city" 
elementary band concerts per year, eight concerts per year 
were accorded a "4 11 (of great importance) rating by one 
participant; a n3n (of importance) rating by none of the 
participants; a n2 11 (of little importance) ratin~ by none 
bf the participants; and a 11 1 11 (of no importance) rating 
by none of the participants. A mean index rating of 4.00 
was attributed to eight concerts per year. 
' 
\ 
Percentages of application. Table LXXXIV indicates 
d 
th,at the percentages of application for Sub-factor 43gJ 
approximate number of 11 all-town 11 or "all-city 11• band con-
certs per yearJ varied considerably. 
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None of the numbers of concerts per year demonstrated 
high or creditable percentages of application. 
One concert per year rated "of great importance 11 
displayed a reasonable percentage of application. 
Some numbers of concerts per year were rated 11 of 
great importancen but received low percentages of applica-
tion. They were the following: (1) eight concerts per 
Y,ear; (2) six concerts per year; (3) three concerts per 
I' 
year; and (4) two concerts per year. 
Four concerts per year not accorded ratings of impor-
tance showed a low percentage of application. 
,, 
As to percentages of applicationJ one concert per 
,, 
year rated nof great importance" displayed a reasonable; 
eightJ sixJ threeJ and two concerts per year rated "of 
great importance" were classified as low; and four concerts 
per year also were designated as low. 
It is noteworthyJ howeverJ that those numbers of 
concerts per year which received either a reasonable or 
low percentage of applicationJ as singular entitiesJ were 
quite significant when combined. ThusJ ~ ~ two concerts 
per year received a high percentage of application. 
TABLE LXXXIV 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR SUB-FACTOR 
43g, APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF 11 ALL-TOWN" OR 
11 ALL-CITY11 ELEMENTARY BAND 
CONCERTS PER YEAR 
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Number of Concerts Percentage of 
I per Year D X A Application 
Eight 0 36 1 2.7 
Six 0 36 1 2.7 
Four 0 35 2 5.4 
Three 0 32 5 13.5 
Two* 0 26 1 29.7 
One** 0 20 17 45.9 
*The average. 
**The mode. 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 43g, approximate number of ttall-town" or 11all-city 11 
elementary band concerts per year, eight concerts per year 
were accorded a "D" (detrimental) response by none of the 
participants; an "X" (not applicable) response by thirty-
six participants; and an "A" (applicable) response by one 
participant. The percentage of application for eight 
concerts per year was 2.7. 
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Thirty-seven participants indicated that the numbers 
of concerts per year were a maximum of eight and a minimum 
of one. A wide spread existed between the extremes. For 
Sub-factor 43g, approximate number of "all-town" or 11 all-
,, 
city" band concerts per year, the mode was one while the 
average was two. 
C. A BAND FOR EACH GRADE LEVEL 
A total of seventeen applicable responses were 
recorded for Factor 46, a band for each grade level. 
Evaluations of the related Sub-factors were submitted by 
these respondees. 
Ratings of importance. Table LXXXV shows the ratings 
o·f importance and mean index ratings for the Sub .... factors 
related to Factor 46, a band for each grade level. Those 
~ub-factors rated 11 of great importance" were as follows: 
Sub-factors 46a, a band for the sixth grade leva; 46b, a 
qand for the fifth grade level; and 46c, a band for the 
fourth grade level. 
Of the three Sub-factors related to Factor 46, a 
pand for each grade level, all were r.ated "of great impor-
,;tance. tt 
Percentages of application. Table LXXXVI indicates 
that the percentages of application for the Sub-factors 
related to Factor 46, a band for each grade level, varied. 
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TABLE LXXXV 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS 
FOR SUB-FACTORS RELATED TO FACTOR 46~ 
A BAND FOR EACH GRADE LEVEL 
Ratings of 
Importance Mean 
,, 
Sub-factors 4 3 2 1 Ratings No. 
46a A band for the sixth grade 
level 14 1 0 0 3.93 
b A band for the fifth grade 
level 13 1 0 0 3.71 
1c A band for the fourth grade 
level 3 0 1 0 3.50 
,, NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 46a~ a band for the sixth grade level~ was accorded 
a "4" (of great importance) rating by fourteen participants; 
a 11 3 11 (of importance) rating by one participant; a 11 2 11 (of 
little importance) rating by none of the participants; a 
''1" (of no importance) rating by none of the participants. 
A mean index rating of 3.93 was attributed to the Sub-factor. 
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TABLE LXXXVI 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR 
SUB-FACTORS RELATED TO FACTOR 46, 
A BAND FOR EACH GRADE LEVEL 
Pe'rcentage of 
No. Sub-factors D X A Application 
46a A band fqr the sixth grade 
level 0 2 15 88.3 
lb A band for the fifth grade 
level 0 3 14 82.4 
II c A band for the fourth 
grade level 0 13 4 23.5 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
flactor 46a, a band for the sixth grade level, was accorded 
a uDn (detrimental) response by none of the participants; 
an 11X11 (not applicable) response by two participants; and 
an 11 A11 (applicable) response by two participants. The 
percentage of application was 88.3. 
Sub-factors 46a, a band for the sixth grade level, 
and 46b, a band for the fifth grade level, were adjudged 
nof great importance" and also displayed high percentages 
I 
of application. 
Sub-factor 46c, a band for the fourth grade level, 
was rated 11 of great importancen but received a low percen-
ta~e of application. 
Three Sub-factors related to Factor 46, a band for 
eaJch grade level, were investigated as to percentages of 
application. Two "of great importance" were displayed as 
h~gh while one "of great importance" received a low. 
D. MARCHING AN INTEGRAL PART OF THE CONCERT BAND 
A total of twenty-seven applicable responses were 
recorded for Factor 47, marching an integral part of the 
concert band. Evaluations of the related Sub-factors were 
subm.i tted by these respondees. 
Ratings of importance. Table LXXXVII shows the 
ratings of importance and mean index ratings for the Sub-
~: 
fl.actors related to Factor 47, marching an integral part 
df the concert band. 
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Sub-factors 47b, all students allowed to participate, 
II 
and 47e, extra drills held as needed, were rated "of great 
importance. 11 
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TABLE LXXXVII 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
SUB-FACTORS RELATED TO FACTOR 47, MARCHING 
AN INTEGRAL PART OF THE CONCERT BAND 
Ratings of 
Importance Mean 
NO'i• Sub-factors 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
47a Drills held during a portion 
of the time allotted for 
concert band rehearsals 13 5 4 1 3.30 
,I 
'b All students allowed to 
participate 14 2 2 1 3.52 
e Extra drills held as needed 12 1 2 0 3.67 
f Marching drills occasionally 
held during time allotted 
for class instruction 4 3 2 1 3.00 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 47a, drills held during a portion of the time allotted 
for concert band rehearsals, was accorded a "4n (of great 
importancel rating by thirteen participants; a n3n (of 
iJ;llportance rating by five participants; a 11 2 11 (of little 
ifllportance rating by four participants; and a ttl" (of no 
importance rating by one participant. A mean index 
rating of 3.30 was attributed to the Factor. 
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Sub-factors 47a, drills held during a portion of the 
1: 
time allotted for concert band rehearsals, and 47f, marching 
I 
drills occasionally held during time allotted for class 
instruction, were adjudged "of importance." 
Of the four Sub-factors related to Factor· 47, march-
ing an integral part of the concert band, two were rated 
11 of great importancen while two were adjudged "of importance. rt 
Percentages of application. Table LXXXVIII indicates 
th;at the percentages of application for the Sub-factors 
" 
re::1ated to Factor 47, marching an integral part of the 
concert band, varied. 
Sub-factor 47b, all students allowed to participate, 
w~s rated nof great importcn ce 11 and also received a high 
I percentage of application. 
" 
Sub-factor 47e, extra drills held as needed, was 
adjudged 11 of great importance" and received a creditable 
percentage of application. 
Sub-factor 47a, drills held during a portion of the 
time allotted for concert band rehearsals, was rated "of 
importance 11 and displayed a high percentage of application. 
Sub-factor 47f, marching drills occasionally held 
during time allotted for class instruction, was adjudged 
111of importance 11 but showed a low percentage of application. 
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TABLE LXXXVIII 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR SUB-FACTORS 
RELATED TO FACTOR 47, MARCHING AN INTEGRAL 
PART OF THE CONCERT BAND 
Percentage of 
Nd,. Sub-factors D X A Application 
4ra Drills held during a portion 
of the time allotted for 
concert band rehearsals 0 4 23 85.2 
b All students allowed to 
II participate 0 8 19 70.4 
I' e Extra drills held as needed 0 12 15 55.6 
f Marching drills occasionally 
held during time allotted 
for class instruction 0 17 10 37.0 
1 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub- . 
factor 47a, drills held during a portion of the time allotted 
for concert band rehearsals, was accorded a "D" (detrimental) 
response by none of the participants; an 11 X11 (not applicable) 
response by four participants; and an "A" (applicable) 
response by twenty-three participants. The percentage 
o~ application was 85.2. 
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Four Sub-factors related to Factor 47, marching an 
~ ~ 
integral part of the concert band, were investigated as to 
percentages of application: one Sub-factor "of great impor-
tance" was accorded a highj one Sub-factor ·~·~f great impor-
tance11 received a creditable; one Sub-facto~ 11of importance~' 
di:splayed a high; and one Sub-factor 11of importance" was 
a c. corded a low. 
Fiv~ Sub-factors related to Factor 47, marching an 
.. 
integral part of the concert band, were treated separately 
,, 
because certain specific data were included. These Sub-
' 
f~ctors were as follows: Sub-factors 47c, app~oximate 
n~mber of marching drilis per year during school hours; 
,, 
47cc, length of marching drills in minutes during school 
< 
'I 
hours; 47d, approximate number of marching drills per yea-r 
,, 
not during school hours; 47dd, length of marching drills 
:; ~ 
ip minutes not during scpool hours; and 47g, approximate 
I 
number of parades participated in per year. 
't 
~pproximate Number of Marching Drills per Year during School 
Hours 
Ratings 2£ importance. Table LXXXIX shows the 
ratings of importance and mean index ratings for Sub-factor 
II 
47c, approximate number of marching drills per year during 
school hours. 
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TABLE LXXXIX 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 47c3 APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF 
MARCHING DRILLS PER YEAR 
DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Ratings of 
Number of Drills Importance Mean 
per Year 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
60 1 0 0 0 4.00 
50 0 0 0 0 0.00 
40 0 0 0 0 0.00 
25 0 3 0 0 3.00 
20 1 0 0 0 4.00 
16 0 0 0 0 0.00 
15 0 1 0 0 3.00 
12 0 0 0 0 o.oo 
10 1 0 0 0 4.00 
5 0 0 0 0 0.00 
·1 NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: SUb-
factor 47c 3 approximate number of marching drills per year 
~uring school hours3 sixty drills per year were accorded a 
n4n (of great importance) rating by one participant; a "3" 
(of importance) ratin~ by none of the participants; a 11 2 11 
{of little importance) rating by none of the participants; 
and a 111 11 {of no importance) rating by none of the parti-
cipants. A mean index rating of 4.00 was attributed to 
sixty drills per year. 
Sixty, twenty, and ten drills per year were rated 
"of great importance.n 
,, 
Twenty-five and fifteen drills per year were 
adjudged "of importance." 
Many of the numbers of drills received no ratings 
of importance and were as follows: (1) fifty drills per 
yrpar; 
y,ear; 
'I 
y,ear. 
(2) 
(4) 
forty drills per year; (3) sixteen drills per 
twelve drills per year; and {5) five drills per 
Sixty, twenty, and ten drills per year were rated 
'~;or great importancen while twenty-five and fifteen drills 
p:er year were adjudged 11 of importance." Fifty, forty, 
• 
sixteen, twelve, and five drills per year received no 
,I 
ratings of importance. It is significant that only seven 
I 
of eighteen respondents contributed ratings of importance 
and the resulting mean index ratings. 
I 
•I 
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Percentages of application. Table XC indicates that 
the percentages of application for Sub-factor 47c, approxi-
mate number of marching drills per year during school hours, 
:Varied. 
Sixty, twenty, and ten drills per year rated "of 
great importancen received low percentages of application. 
Twenty-five and fifteen drills per year rated nof 
''importance 11 also displayed low percentages of application. 
TABLE XC 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR SUB-FACTOR 
47c, APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF MARCHING DRILLS 
PER YEAR DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
228 
Nulll;ber of Drills Percentage of 
per Year* D X A Application 
60 0 17 1 5.6 
50 0 17 1 5.6 
40 0 17 1 5.6 
25 0 16 2 11.1 
20 0 16 2 11.1 
16 0 17 1 5.6 
15 0 16 2 11.1 
12 0 16 2 11.1 
10** 0 13 5 27.8 
5 0 17 1 5.6 
*The average number of marching drills was nineteen. 
**The mode. 
NOT.E: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 47c, approximate number of marching drills per year 
during school hours, sixty drills per year were accorded a 
"D 11 (detrimental) response by none of the participants; an 
11X" (not applicable) response by seventeen participants; 
and an n A11 (applicable) response by one participant. The 
percentage of application for sixty drills per year was 
5.6. 
Fifty, forty, sixteen, twelv~ and ~ive drills per 
ye~r not accorded ratings of importance showed low percen-
ta~es of application. 
As to percentages of application, sixty, twenty, 
and ten drills per year rated 11 of great importance•r were 
displayed as low while twenty-five and fifteen drills per 
,, 
year also were classified as low. Fifty, forty, sixteen, 
tweive, and five drills per year not accorded ratings of 
I 
importance showed low percentages of application. 
It is noteworthy that those numbers of marching 
drills which received a low percentage of application, as 
singular entities, were quite significant when combined. 
I 
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Thus·, ten or more marching drills per year displayed a high 
·---
percentage of application while fifteen ~ ~ marching 
dril+s per year demonstrated a creditable percentage of 
application. 
Eighteen participants indicated that the numbers of 
marching drills per year were a maximum of sixty and a 
l 
minimum of five. A wide spread existed between the 
extr~mes. For Sub-factor 47c, approximate number of 
marcti'ing drills per year during school hours, the mode 
was ten while the average was nineteen. 
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Length of Marching Drills in Minutes during School Hours 
Ratings of importance. Table XCI shows the ratings 
of importance and mean index ratings for Sub-factor 47c9~ 
length of marching drills in minutes during school hours. 
Forty-five minute drills were rated 11of great 
,. 
importance." 
Fifty minute drills were rated 11 of~ importance." 
. . 
Some lengths of drills received no ratings of impor-
tance and were as follows: {1) one hundred and twenty 
.. ,. 
minu~te drills; (2) sixty minute drills; (3} fifty-eight 
minute drills; (4) forty minute drills; and (5) thirty-
five"minute drills. 
Forty-five minute drills were rated 11of great impor-
' tancE? 11 while fifty minute drills were adjudged 11of impor-
,, 
. 
tance. 11 One hundred and twenty~ sixty, fifty-eight~ forty~ 
and thirty-five minute drills received no ratings of impor-
tance. It is significant that only four of nineteen respon-
dents, contributed ratings of importance and the resulting 
mean 'and ex ratings. 
1 Percentages of application. Table XCII indicates 
- ' .. 
that the percentages of application for Sub-factor 47cc~ 
length of marching drills in minutes during school hours~ 
varied. 
TABLE XCI 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 47cc3 LENGTH OF MARCHING 
DRILLS IN MINUTES DURING 
SCHOOL HOURS 
Ratings of 
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Length of Drills Importance Mean 
in Minutes 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
120 0 0 0 0 0.00 
60 0 0 0 0 0.00 
58 0 0 0 0 0.00 
50 0 1 0 0 3.00 
45 2 1 0 0 3.50 
40 0 0 0 0 0.00 
35 0 0 0 0 o.oo 
1 NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-factdr 47cc, length of marching drills in minutes during 
school hours3 one hundred and twenty minute drills were 
acqor.ded a "4" (of great importance) rating by none of 
the participants; a 11 3" (of importance) rating by none 
of the participants; a 11 2 11 (of little importance) rating 
by none of the participants; and a "ln (of no importance) 
.rating by none of the participants. A mean index rating 
of 0.00 was attributed to one hundred and twenty minute 
drills. 
a 
I 
TABLE XCII 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 47cc, LENGTH OF MARCHING 
DRILLS IN MINUTES DURING 
SCHOOL HOURS 
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Length of Drills Percentage of 
:ib Minutes* D X A Application 
120 0 18 1 5.3 
60** 0 13 6 31.6 
58 0 18 1 5.3 
50 0 17 2 10.5 
45 0 15 ~ 21.1 
40 0 15 4 21.1 
35 0 18 1 5.3 
*The average length of drills was fifty-three minutes. 
**The mode. 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
facto+ 47cc, length of marching drills in minutes during 
school hours, one hundred and twenty minute drills were 
accorded a "D" (detrimental) response by none of the par-
ticipants; an nxn (not applicable) response by eighteen 
participants; and an "A" (applicable) response by one 
participant. The percentage application for a one hundred 
and twenty minute drill was 5.3. 
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Forty-five minute drills were rated 11of great impor-
- . 
tance 11 but received low percentage of application. 
Fifty minute drills were adjudged 11of importance': 
,, . 
but ~lso displayed a low percentage of application. 
•i 
One hundred and twenty, sixty, fifty-eight, forty, 
and thirty-five minute drills not accorded ratings of 
importance also showed low percentages of application. 
It is noteworthy that those lengths of drills which 
. 
rece~ved a low percentage of application, as singular 
entit~es, were quite significant when combined. Thus, 
' marching drills forty-five minutes ~ longer displayed 
a high percentage of application. 
1 
Nineteen participants indicated that the lengths of 
drills were a maximum of one hundred and twenty minutes and 
a min~mum of thirty-five minutes. An extensive spread 
existe.d between the extremes. For Sub-factor 47cc, length 
~ ~· 
of marching drills in minutes during school hours, the 
mode was sixty minutes while the average was fifty-three 
minut.es. 
Approximate Number of Marching Drills per Year not during 
School Hours 
'Eatings of importance. Table XCIII shows the ratings 
- . 
of impoptance and mean index ratings fo~·Sub-factor 47d, 
'I 
h 
approximate number of marching drills per year not during 
' 
school hours. 
" 
TABLE XCIII 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 47d, APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF 
MARCHING DRILLS PER YEAR 
NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Ratings of 
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Number of Drills Importance Mean 
per Year The Median 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
10-15 12.5 0 0 0 0 0.00 
I 111-12 
I 
11.5 1 0 0 0 4.00 
10 1 0 0 0 4.00 
7 0 1 0 0 3.00 
6 0 0 0 0 0.00 
4 0 0 0 0 0.00 
1 0 0 0 0 o.oo 
'' NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 47d, approximate number of marching drills per year 
not during school hours, ten to fifteen drills per year 
(the median was twelve and one-half) were accorded a n4n 
(of great importance) rating by none of the participants; 
a "3" 1'(of importance) ratin~ by none of the participants; 
a "2 11 (of little importance) rating by none of the parti-
cipants; and a 11 1 11 (of no importance) rating by none of 
the participants. A mean index rating of 4.00 was attri-
buted to ten to fifteen drills per year. 
Ten to twelve and ten drills per year were rated 
"of\ great importance." 
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Seven drills per year were adjudged 11 of importance." 
Some numbers of drills per year were accorded no 
rat+ngs of importance. They were the following: (1) ten 
to fifteen drills per year; (2) six drills per year; 
(3) ''four drills per year; and (4) one drill per year. 
Ten to twelve and ten drills per year were rated 
11 of great importance" while seven drills per year were 
adju<tged "of importance." Ten to fifteen, six, four, and 
one drills per year received no ratings of importance. 
It is significant that only three of nine respondents 
contr:ibuted ratings of importance and the resulting mean 
index, ratings. 
Percentages of application. Table XCIV indicates 
that the percentages of application for Sub-factor 47d, 
number of marching drills per year not during school 
hours, was uniform. 
' Ten to twelve and ten drills per year were rated 
nof great importance" but received low percentages of 
,, 
application. 
1 Seven drills per year were rated "of importance" 
but also displayed a low percentage of application. 
TABLE XCIV 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR SUB-FACTOR 
47d, APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF MARCHING DRILLS 
PER YEAR NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Number of Drills Percentage of 
per Year* The Median D X A Application 
10-15 12.5 0 8 1 11.1 
11-12 11.5 0 8 1 11.1 
10** 0 6 3 33.3 
7 0 8 1 11.1 
6 0 8 1 11.1 
4 0 8 1 11.1 
1 0 8 1 11.1 
,, *The average was eight drills per year. 
I• • 
**The mode. 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
facto~ 47d, approximate number of marching drills per year 
not du'ring school hours, ten to fifteen drills per year· 
(the median was twelve and one-half) were accorded a nD" 
(detrimental) response by none of the participants; an 
11X11 (not applicable) response by eight participants; and 
an 11 Att (applicable) response by one participant. The 
percentage of application for ten to fifteen drills per 
year was 11.1. 
,, 
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As to percentages of application~ ten to twelve and 
ten &rills per year rated 11of great importance" were desig-
. . 
nated as low while seven drills per year rated uof impor-
. 
tanceu also displayed a low. Ten to fifteen., six~ four~ and 
II .. 
one drills per year not accorded ratings of importance also 
showe? low percentages of application. 
It is noteworthy., however~ that those numbers of 
drills per year which received a low percentage of applica-
tion., as singular entities., were quite significant when 
combined. Thus., six or more drills per year displayed a 
---
high percentage of application while ten ~ ~ drills 
per year showed a creditable percentage of application. 
Nine participants indicated that the number of 
drills .. per year was a maximum of ten to fifteen and a 
minimum of one. An extensive spread existed between the 
I 
extremes~- For Sub-factor 47d., approximate number of 
I 
-
marching drills per year not during school hours~ the 
mode was ten while the average wa~ eight. 
Length ~f Marchin~ Drills in Minu;t.es not during School Hours 
Ratings of importance. Table XCV shows the ratings 
of importance and mean index ratings fo~ Spb-factor 47dQ~ 
length of drills in minutes nqt during school hours. 
Thirty minute drills were rated 11of great importance. 11 
,I 
TABLE XCV 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 47dd, LENGTH OF MARCHING DRILL 
IN MINUTES NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
Ratings of 
Importance 
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Mean Length of Drill 
in Minutes The Median 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
,120 
I 
I 
90-120 
1
1 60 
50 
45 
30 
105 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 1 
1 0 
0 0 0.00 
0 0 0.00 
0 0 0.00 
0 0 0.00 
0 0 3.00 
0 0 4.00 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 47dd, length of marching drill in minutes not during 
school .. hours, one hundred and twenty minute drills (deter-
minatibn of the median unnecessary) were accorded a "4 11 (of 
r
reat importance) rating by none of the participants; a n3n 
of importance) ratin~ by none of the participants; a 11 2" 
of little importance) rating by none of the participants; 
and a 1,~1 11 (of no importance) rating by none of the partici-
pants. A mean index rating of 0.00 was attributed to one 
hundred and twenty minute drills. 
Forty-five minute drills were adjudged "of impor-
tance.n 
Some lengths of drills received no ratings of 
importance and were as follows: (1) one hundred and 
twe~ty minute drills; (2) ninety to one hundred and twenty 
minu.te drills; (3) sixty minute drill.s; and (4) fifty 
,, 
minute drills. 
Thirty minute drills were rated "of great impor-
" 
tance" while forty-five minute drills were adjudged "of 
. t It ~mpor., ance. One hundred and twenty, ninety to one hun-
dred and twenty, sixty, and fifty minute drills received 
no ratings of importance. It is significant that only 
two o~ ten respondents contributed ratings of importance 
and the resulting mean index ratings. 
,: Percentages of application. Table XCVI indicates 
that the percentages of application for Sub-factor 47dd, 
'I 
length of marching drill in minutes not during school 
hours, varied. 
1 Thirty minute drills were rated "of great impor-
,, 
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tance" ,and displayed a reasonable percentage of application. 
Forty-five minute drills were rated "of importancen 
but received a low percentage of application. 
I' 
All lengths of drills not accorded ratings of impor-
'I 
tance showed low percentages of application. They were the 
TABLE XCVI 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR SUB-FACTOR 
47dd, LENGTH OF MARCHING DRILL IN 
MINUTES NOT DURING SCHOOL HOURS 
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Length of Drill 
in'\ Minutes* 
Percentage of 
The Median D X A Application 
120 
90-120 
60 
'1 50 
1
45 
130** 
I 
105 
0 9 
0 9 
0 8 
0 9 
0 9 
0 6 
1 10.0 
1 10.0 
2 20.0 
1 10.0 
1 10.0 
4 40.0 
*The average length of drills was fifty-six minutes. 
~ 
' **The mode. 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor,47dd, length of marching drill in minutes not during 
school hours, one hundred and twenty minute drills (deter-
mination of the median unnecessary) were accorded a "D 11 
(detrimental) response by none of the participants; an 
"X" (not applicable) response by nine participants; and 
an "A" ,,(applicable) response by one participant. The 
percent'age of application for one hundred and twenty 
minute ~rills was 10.0. 
following: {1) one hundred and twenty minute drills; 
I. 
(2) ninety t~ ;ne hundred and twenty minute drills; 
(3) sixty minute drills; and {4) fifty ~inute drills. 
As to percentages of application, thirty minute 
drills rated ~1of great importance~• were displayed as 
. . 
reasonable while forty-five minute drills~ adjudged "of 
. 
importance, 11 were designated as low. One hundred and 
I 
' . 
twenty, ninety to one hundred and twenty, sixty, and 
fifty minute drills also received low percentages of 
applic?tion. 
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·
1 Ten participants indicated that the length of drills 
I, 
was a maximum of one hundred and twenty minutes and a mini-
mum of thirty minutes. An extensive spread existed between 
the extremes. For Sub-factor 47dd, length of marching 
I 
drills in minutes not during Schoo~ hours, the mode was 
thirty minutes while the average was fifty-six minutes. 
Approximate Number of Parades Participated in per Year 
Ratings 2£ importance. Table XCVII shows the ratings 
I 
I ' - ' 
of importance and mean index ratings for Sub-factor 47g, 
approxim~te number of parades participated in per year. 
Four, two, and one parades per year were rated "of 
great importance. n 
Th:ree parades per year were adjudged 11of importance. 11 
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TABLE XCVII 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS 
·FOR SUB-FACTOR 47g~ APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF . 
PARADES PARTICIPATED IN PER YEAR 
Ratings of 
Number of Parades Importance Mean 
per Year 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
ITWelve 0 0 0 0 o.oo 
I' 
Ten 0 0 0 0 0.00 
I 
~ight 0 0 0 0 0.00 
Five 0 0 0 0 0.00 
Four 2 0 0 0 4.00 
Three 0 1 0 0 3.00 
Two 1 0 0 0 4.00 
,. 
One 1 0 0 0 4.00 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 47g~ approximate number of parades participated in 
per year~ twelve parades per year were accorded a "4 11 (of 
great importance) rating by none of the participants; a 
"3 11 (of importance) rating by none of the participants; 
a "2" (~f little importance) rating by none of the parti-
cipants; and a 11 1 11 (of no importance) rating by none of 
the participants. A mean index rating of 0.00 was attri-
buted to twelve parades per year. 
Some of the numbers of parades per year received no 
ratings of importance. They were as follows: (1) twelve 
parades per year; (2) ten parades per year; (3) eight 
parades per year; and (4) five parades per year. 
Four, two, and one parades per year were rated "of 
great importance" while three parades per year were rated 
nof importance". Twelve, ten, eight, and five parades per 
year received no ratings of importance. It is significant 
that only five of eighteen respondents contributed ratings 
I 
of importance and the resulting mean index ratings. 
Percentages of application. Table XCVIII indicates 
that the percentages of application for Sub-factor 47g, 
approximate number of parades participated in per year, 
was uniform. 
Four, two, and one parades per year were rated "of 
great importance 11 but received low percentages of applica-
tion. 
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Three parades per year were adjudged "of importancett 
but disp1layed a low percentage of application. 
,I 
Those numbers of parades per year not accorded 
ratings 0f importance also showed low percentages of appli-
cation. !:They were as follows: (1) twelve parades per year; 
(2) ten parades per year; (3) eight parades per year; and 
(4) five parades per year. 
TABLE XCVIII 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR 
SUB-FACTOR 47g, APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF 
PARADES PARTICIPATED IN PER YEAR 
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Number of Parades Percentage of 
per Year D X A Application 
I, 
Twelve 0 17 1 5.6 
.:Ten 0 17 1 5.6 
Eight 0 17 1 5.6 
Five 0 62 2 11.1 
Four* 0 12 6 33.3 
Three 0 16 2 11.1 
I 16 'I\wo 0 2 11.1 
" 
Ohe 0 15 3 16.7 
*The mode and the average. 
'NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 47g, approximate number of parades participated in 
per year, twelve parades per year were accorded a nDn 
(detrimental) response by none of the participants; an 
11X11 (no't applicable) response by seventeen participants; 
and an ln A11 (applicable) response by one participant. 
The percentage of application for twelve parades per 
year wals 5.6. 
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As to percentages of application, four, two, and one 
parades per year rated "of great importancelt were classi-
fi~d as low while three parades per year displayed a low. 
Twelve, ten, eight, and five parades per year not accorded 
ratings of importance also showed low percentages of 
app,lication. 
It is noteworthy, however, that those numbers of 
parades per year which received a low percentage of appli-
cation, as singular entities, were quite significant when 
combined. Thus, three ~ ~parades per year received 
a high percentage of application while~~ more parades 
per year displayed a creditable percentage of application. 
Eighteen participants indicated that the number of 
para~es per year was a maximum of twelve and a minimum of 
one." A moderate spread existed between the extremes. For 
Sub-factor 47g, approximate number of parades participated 
I 
in per year, the mode was four while the average was also · 
I' 
four~ 
E. A .PROGRAM FOR SMALL ENSEMBLES 
A total of forty-three applicable responses were 
recorded for Factor 48, a program for small ensembles. 
,, 
'• 
Evaulations of the related Sub-factors were submitted by 
these respondees. 
/I 
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Ratings of importance. Table XCIX shows the ratings 
of importance and mean index ratings for the Sub-factors 
I 
related to Factor 48, a program for small ensembles. 
,, 
Some of the Sub-factors were rated "of great impor-
tance." They were as follows: Sub-factors 48e, chamber 
band; 48f, woodwind ensembles; and 48g, brass ensemble. 
Other Sub-factors were adjudged "of importance.tt 
Th~y were the following: Sub-factors 48a, restricted to 
best pupils; 48b, all students may participate; 48c, pro-
g~am held during school hours; and 48d, program held not 
,I 
I 
during school hours. 
Of the seven Sub-factors related to Factor 48, a 
program for small ensembles, three were rated "of great 
I 
importance" while four were adjudged "of importance.n 
Percentages of application. Table C indicates that 
the percentages of application for the Sub-factors related 
t9\Factor 48, a program for small ensembles, varied. 
Sub-factors 48f, woodwind ensemble, and 48g, brass 
endemble, were rated "of great importancerr and also 
received creditable percentages of application. 
Sub-factor 48e, chamber band, was rated nor great 
importance" but displayed a very low percentage of 
I 
app'lication. 
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TABLE XCIX 
, ....... - ... . 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS 
_ .. ~OR SUB~F~CTO~.RE~ATEP ~0 FACTQR ~8, 
~ PROGijA~.FOR S~LL ~S~L~S 
Ratings of 
Importance Mean 
No. Sub-factors 4. 3 2 1 Ratings 
48a Restricted to best pupils 17 10 4 0 3.42 
h All students may participate 1 8 2 0 3.27 
c Program held during school 
hours 10 8 1 0 3.47 
d Program held not during ,, 
school hours 8 4 5 0 3.18 
e Chamber band 2 1 0 0 3.67 
f Woodwind ensemble 18 5 2 0 3.64 
g" Brass en.semble 19 6 2 0 3.63 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
fac~or 4$a, restricted to best pupils, was accordeQ. a 114" 
~of great importance) rating by seventeen participants; a 
1
.311 ,: (of importance) rating by ten participants; a ~~2~1 ~of 
lit~le importance)~rating by four participants; and a !1" (of no importance) rating by none of the participants •.. 
A mean index rating of 3.42 was attributed to the Sub-factor. 
TABLE C 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR 
SUB-FACTORS RELATED TO FACTOR 48~ 
A PROGRAM FOR SMALL ENSEMBLES 
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Percentage of 
No., Sub-factors D X A Application 
48a Restricted to best pupils 0 12 31 72.1 
o All students may participate 0 32 11 25.6 
c Program held during school 
hours 0 24 19 44.2 
d Program held not during 
school hours 0 26 17 39.5 
e Chamber band 0 40 3 7.0 
f Woodwind ensemble 
g Brass ensemble 
0 18 25 
0 16 27 
58.1 
62.8 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 48a, restricted to best pupils, was accorded a nDn 
(detrimental) response by none of the participants; an 
11X11 (not applicable) response by twelve participants; 
and,, an 11 An (applicable) response by thirty-one parti-
cip'ants. The percentage of application was 72.1. 
d 
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Sub-factor 48a, restricted to best pupils, was rated 
"of importance" and received a high percentage of applica-
tion. 
Sub-factor 48c, program held during school hours, 
wai? adjudged "of importance" and displayed a reasonable 
percentage of application. 
,, 
h 
" 
Sub-factors 48b, all students may participate, and 
48d, program held not during school hours, were rated "of 
importance" but received low percentages of application. 
Seven Sub-factors related to Factor 48, a program 
for small ensembles, were investigated as to percentage of 
application: two Sub-factors rated "of great importanceu 
wepe displayed as creditable; one Sub-factor adjudged "of 
I 
gr~at importance" received a low; one Sub-factor rated ttof 
I' 
importancen displayed a high; one Sub-factor adjudged "of 
importance" showed a reasonable; and two Sub-factors rated 
"of importance" received a low. 
' III. SUMMARY 
In this Chapter, findings relative to musical organi-
za:tions were explored to determine the relative importance 
of:' each Factor through the computation of mean index 
I 
r&tings and percentages of application. 
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Sub-factors related to five of the Factors were also 
investigated through the same processes. Much specific data 
I 
were included with the Sub-factors and were carefully 
an~lyzed. 
A few Factors and Sub-factors were presented by the 
respondents as being detrimental to their musical organiza-
tions. 
Computations for the Sub-factors were based upon the 
numbers of respondents utilizing the related Factors rather 
than the total number of respondents. 
The results were reported in tabular form and each 
table was fully interpreted and summarized within the text. 
CHAPTER VII 
FINDINGS RELATED TO MATERIALS 
In this Chapter~ findings relative to materials were 
organized into four categories. These categories were as 
fo1llows: (1) to ascertain the relative importance of the 
Fa~tors through the computation of mean index ratings; 
,I 
( 2.) to determine the percentages of application for the 
Factors; (3) to ascerta~n the relative importance of the 
Sub-factors which related to the Factors through the com-
P~:tation of mean index ratings; and ( 4) to determine the 
percentages of application for the Sub-factors which 
r~lated to the Factors. 
An extensive coverage of existing materials was 
ptovided within the questionnaire for the convenience of 
I 
the respondents. Only those materials which were utilized 
by ten per cent or more of the respondees were included in 
the findings. The reader is invited to refer to the 
questionnaire to be found in Appendix H for the purpose 
of becoming familiar with those materials which were not 
included in this investigation. 
I. FACTORS RELATED TO MATERIALS 
Ratings of importance. Table CI shows the Factors 
related to materials and their ratings accorded by the 
'I 
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TABLE CI 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS 
FOR FACTORS RELATED TO MATERIALS 
Ratings of 
Importance Mean 
No .. Factors 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
51 Band methods utilized 63 7 3 1 3.78 
52, Homogeneous methods utilized 41 13 2 0 3.70 
53 Supplementary materials 
utilized 37 7 2 0 3.80 
,, 
5~' Concert folios utilized 26 9 6 0 3.49 
,, 
5~; March books utilized 21 7 6 0 3.62 
56 Individual selections 
utilized 24 5 1 0 3-77 
•r NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Factor 
51, band methods utilized, was accorded a "4" (of great 
importancel rating by sixty-three participants; a "3" (of 
importance rating by seven participants; a 112 11 ~of little 
iniportance rating by ibhr~e participants; and a 1 1 11 (of no 
importance rating by one participant. A mean index rating 
o~ 3.78 was attributed to the Factor. 
participants in this study. Of these, the following were 
rated "of great importance: 11 Factors 51, band methods 
i, 
utilized; 52, homogeneous methods utilized; 53, supplemen-
tary materials utilized; 55, march books utilized; and 56, 
in1ividual selections utilized. 
I 
Factor 54, concert folios utilized, was adjudged 
"o;r importance." 
Of the six Factors related to materials, five were 
rated "of great importance" while one was adjudged ttof 
importance. " 
Percentages of application. Table CII indicates 
that the Factors which were accorded ratings of importance 
varied in terms of percentages of application. 
Factors 51, band methods utilized, and 52, homoge-
ne·bus methods u~ilized, were rated 11 of great importance n 
a~a received high percentages of application. 
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Factors 53, supplementary materials utilized, and 
55, march books utilized, were adjudged "of great impor-
tance" and displayed creditable percentages of application. 
I• 
Factor 56, individual selections utilized, was rated 
uof great importance" but showed a low percentage of appli-
cation. 
Factor 54, concert folios utilized, was adjudged 11 of 
importance" and received a reasonable percentage of appli-
,, 
cation. 
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TABLE CII 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES 
FOR FACTORS RELATED TO MATERIALS 
Percentage of N ,. o. Factors D X A Application 
51 Band methods utilized 0 6 74 92.5 
521• 
I 
Homogeneous methods utilized 0 24 56 70.0 
53 Supplementary materials 
utilized 0 34 46 57.5 
54,, Concert folios utilized 0 39 41 51.3 
55 'I March books utilized 0 36 44 55.0 
56' Individual selections 
utilized 0 50 30 37.5 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Factor 
51, band methods utilized, was accorded a liD" (detrimental) 
re,sponse by none of the participants; an nx" (not apJ2licable) 
response by six participants; and an "All (applicable) 
response by seventy-four participants. The percentage 
of! application was 92.5. 
Of the Factors investigated as to percentages of 
application, two rated 11 of great importance't were desig-
nated as high; two adjudged uof great importance" were 
clet;ssified as reasonable; one rated nor great importancen 
,, 
was accorded a low; and one adjudged ttor importancen 
received a reasonable. 
II. SUB-FACTORS RELATED TO MATERIALS 
In this Chapter, all Factors were to be studied in 
gr~ater detail. These Factors were as follows: Factors 
51, band methods utilized; 52, homogeneous methods 
·utilized; 53, supplementary materials utilized; 54, 
concert folios utilized; 55, march books utilized; and 
56~ individual selections utilized. 
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Each grouping of Sub-factors was treated separately 
as the statistical computations were based upon the numbers 
of respondees utilizing the Factors rather than the total 
number of respondees. 
A. BAND METHODS UTILIZED 
A total of seventy-four applicable responses were 
recorded for Factor 51, band methods utilized. Evaluations 
I 
of the related Sub-factors were submitted by these respon-
dees. Only those band methods which were utilized by seven 
or more of the respondees were included in the findings. 
Ratings of importance. Table CIII shows the ratings 
I' 
of,, importance and mean index ratings for the Sub-factors 
related to Factor 51, band methods utilized. 
Most of the Sub-factors were rated nof great impor-
tance." They were as follows: Sub-factors 51a, Belwin 
Band Builder #1; 51b, Belwin Band Builder #2; 51c, Belwin 
Band Builder #3; 5ld, Belwin Elementary Band Method; 51e, 
Belwin Intermediate Band Method; 51f, Adventures in Band--
Belwin; and 51g, Easy Steps to the ~--Mills. 
Sub-factor 51k, Smith-Yoder-Bachman (S.Y.B.)--Neil 
Kjos, was adjudged "of importance. 11 
Of the eight Sub-factors related to Factor 51, band 
methods utilized, seven were ra~ed "of great importance 11 
I, 
wliile one was adjudged ttof importance." 
Percentages of application. Table CIV indicates 
that the percentages of application for the Sub-factors 
related to Factor 51, band methods utilized, varied. 
" ,, 
d 
None of the Sub-factors received high or creditable 
p~rcentages of application. 
Those Sub-factors which were rated nof great impor-
t'pnce tt and displayed reasonable percentages of application 
w·ere as follows: Sub-factors 51a, Bel win Band Builder #1; 
5:1b, Belwin Band Builder #2; 5ld, Belwin Elementary Band 
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TABLE CIII 
... 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS 
FOR SUB-FACTORS RELATED TO FACTOR 51, 
BAND METHODS UTILIZED 
Ratings of 
Importance Mean 
No~ Sub-factor 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
51 a Belwin Band Builder #1 28 5 1 0 3.68 
'I 
•I 
I Belwin Band Builder #2 6 p 25 2 0 3.70 
'I Belwin Band Builder #3 20 3 1 0 3.79 c 
d Belwin Elementary Band 
Method ---- 26 5 1 0 3.81 
I te Belwin Intermediate Band 
Method 27 6 0 0 3.82 
f Adventures in Band--Belwin 8 
--
4 0 0 3.67 
g Easy Steps to the Band--
Mills 20 5 5 0 3.50 
k Smith-Yoder-Bachman (S. Y.B. )--
Neil Kjos 4 2 2 1 2.89 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 5la, Bel win Band Builder #1, was accorded a n4tr (of 
great importance) rating by twenty-eight participants; a 
11 3 11 (of importance) rating by five participants; a "2" (of 
little importance) rating by one participant; and a 11 1 11 (of 
no importance) rating by none of the participants. A mean 
index rating of 3.68 was attributed to the Sub-factor. 
TABLE CIV 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR 
SUB-FACTORS RELATED TO FACTOR 51, 
BAND METHODS UTILIZED 
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Percentage of 
No.; Sub-factor 
5la Belwin Band Builder #l 
b Belwin Band Builder #2 
~ Belwin Band Builder #3 
cl Belwin Elementary Band 
:' Method -
e Belwin Intermediate Band 
Method ----
f Adventures in Band--Belwin 
g Easy Steps to the Band--
Mills ---
k Smith-Yoder-Bachman 
(S.Y.B.)--Neil Kjos 
D X A Application 
0 40 34 
0 41 33 
0 50 24 
0 42 32 
0 41 33 
0 62 12 
0 44 30 
0 65 9 
45.9 
44.6 
33.8 
44.6 
16.2 
40.5 
12.2 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: SUb-
factor 51a, Belwin Band Builder #1, was accorded a "D 11 
(detrimental) response bynone or-the participants; an 
"xn (not applicable) response by forty participants; and 
an 11 A11 ( ap_plicable) response by thirty-four participants. 
The percentage of application for the Sub-factor was 45.9. 
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Method; 5le, Belwin Intermediate Band Method; and 5lg, Easy 
,, 
Steps to ~Band--Mills. 
Sub-factors 5lc, Belwin Band Builder #3, and 5lf, 
Adventures in Band--Belwin, were adjudged "of great impor-
tance" but received low percentages of application. 
Sub-factor 5lk, Smith-Yoder-Bachman (S.Y.B.)--Neil 
Kjes, was rated "of importance" but also displayed a low 
'I 
percentage of application. 
•' 
I 
. . 
Eight Sub-factors related to Factor 51, band methods 
utilized, were investigated as to percentages of applica-
tibn: fiye ra,ted rrof great importance" were designated 
as reasonable; two rated "of great importance" were named 
as low; and one adjudged nof importance 11 displayed a low. 
B. HOMOGENEOUS METHODS UTILIZED 
A total of fifty-six applicable responses were 
recorded for Factor 52, homogeneous methods utilized. 
Evaluations of the related Sub-factors were submitted by 
I 
t~ese respondees. Only those homogeneous methods which 
W1ere utilized by five or more of the respondees are 
included in the findings. 
Ratings 2f importance. Table CV shows the ratings 
gf importance and mean index ratings for the Sub-factors 
related to Factor 52, homogeneous methods utilized. 
TABLE CV 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS 
FOR SUB-FACTORS RELATED TO FACTOR 52, 
HOMOGENEOUS METHODS UTILIZED 
Ratings of 
Import.ance 
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Mean 
No. Sub-factor 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
52 a Rubank Elementary Methods 28 10 6 0 3.90 
b Rubank Intermediate Methods 25 12 2 0 3.59 
c Tune A Day--Boston Music 10 2 2 0 3-57 
d Prescott System--Fischer 9 3 0 0 3.75 
24 4 I 3.80 'e Arban Methods--Fischer 2 0 
f Lazarus Method--Fischer 16 5 1 0 3.68 
g Klose Method--Fischer 23 4 0 0 3.85 
( 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 52a, Rubank Elementary Methods, was accorded a n4n 
(of great importance rating by twenty-eight participants; 
a 11 311 (of importance rating by ten participants; a 11 211 
(of little importance) rating by six participants; and 
a "1" (of no importance) rating by none of the partici-
p'ants. A mean index rating of 3. 90 was attributed to 
tne Sub-factor. 
All of the Sub-factors were rated nor great impor-
ta.rl,ce. u They were as follows: Sub-factors 52a, Rubank 
Elementary Methods; 52b, Rubank Intermediate Methods; 52c, 
Tube A Day--Boston Music; 52d, Prescott System--Fischer; 
52e, Arban Methods--Fischer; 52f, Lazarus Method--Fischer; 
and 52g, Klose Method--Fischer. 
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Of the seven Sub-factors related to Factor 52, homo-
'I geneous methods utilized, all were rated nor great impor-
tapce.tr 
Percentages of application. Table CVI indicates 
th'at the percentages of application for the Sub-factors 
related to Factor 52, homogeneous methods utilized, varied. 
Sub-factor 52a, Rubank Elementar~ Methods, was rated 
"of great importance" and received a high percentage of 
IJ 
application. 
Sub-factor 52b, Rubank Intermediate Methods, was 
adjudged 11 of great importance 11 and displayed a creditable 
percentage of application. 
Sub-factors 52e, Arban Methods--Fischer, and 52g, 
Klose Method--Fischer, were rated "of great importance'r 
and showed reasonable percentages of application. 
Some of the Sub-factors which were adjudged "of great 
importancen received low percentages of application. They 
TABLE CVI 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR 
SUB-FACTORS RELATED TO FACTOR 52, 
HOMOGENEOUS METHODS UTILIZED 
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Percentage of 
No. Sub-factor D X A Application 
52a Rubank Elementary Methods 
b Rubank Intermediate Methods 
p Tune A Day--Boston Music 
d Prescott System--Fischer 
e Arban Methods--Fischer 
f Lazarus Method--Fischer 
1g Klose Method--Fischer 
0 12 44 
0 17 39 
0 42 14 
0 44 12 
0 26 30 
0 34 22 
0 29 27 
78.6 
69.8 
25.0 
21.4 
53.5 
39.3 
48.2 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 52a, Rubank Elementary Methods, was accorded a "D" 
(detrimental) response by none of the participants; an 
11X11 (not applicable) response by twelve participants; 
ai;ld an "A11 (applicable) response by forty-four parti-
cipants. The percentage of application was 78.6. 
were the following: Sub-factors 52c, Tune A Day--Boston 
Music; 52d, Prescott System--Fischer; and 52f, Lazarus 
Method--Fischer. 
Seven Sub-factors related to Factor 52, homogeneous 
methods utilized, were investigated as to percentages of 
app,lication: on~ ttof great importance" was accorded a 
II 
high; one "of great importancen received a creditable; 
two nof great importance·" were designated as reasonable; 
I 
and three nof great importance rr were classified as .low. 
C. SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIALS UTILIZED 
A total of forty-six applicable responses were 
recorded for Factor 53, supplementary materials utilized. 
Ev.aluations of the related Sub-factors were submitted by 
these respondees. Only those supplementary materials which 
I 
were util~zed by four or more of the respondees were 
included in the findings. 
Ratings 2£ importance. Table CVII shows the ratings 
of importance and mean index ratings for the Sub-factors 
r~lated to Factor 53, supplementary materials utilized. 
All the Sub-factors were rated nof great importancen 
and were as follows: Sub-factors 53c, Band Reader--Morris; 
53d., 25 Lazarus--Concone Studies--Belwin; 53e, Rehearsal 
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TABLE CVII 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS 
FOR SUB-FACTORS RELATED TO FACTOR 53, 
SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIALS UTILIZED 
Ratings of 
,, Importance Mean 
No. Sub-factor 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
53c Band Reader--Morris 4 1 1 0 3.50 
,d 25 Lazarus--Concone Studies--
-Bel win 7 1 0 0 3.88 
e Rehearsal Fundamentals--
Bel win 12 2 1 0 3.73 
g Treasury of Scales--
Bandland 9 3 1 0 3.62 
I' 
11 h 20 Rhythmical Studies--
Bel win 12 2 2 0 3.63 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 53c, Band Reader--Morris, was accorded a n4u (of 
great importance) rating by four participants; a n3rr (of 
importance l rating by one participant; a 11 2 11 (of little 
importance rating by one participant; and a 11 1" (of no 
importance rating by none of the participants. A mean 
index rating of 3.50 was attributed to the Sub-factor. 
Fundamentals--Belwin; 53g, Treasury of Scales--Bandland; 
and 53h, 20 Rhythmical Studies--Belwin. 
Of the five Sub-factors related to Factor 53, sup-
plementary mate:roials utilized, all were rated 11 of great 
im:portance.u 
Percentages of application. Table CVIII indicates 
that the percentages of application for the Sub-~actors 
re1lated to Factor 53, supplementary materials utilized, 
werre uniform. 
None of the supplementary materials investigated 
received high, creditable or reasonable percentages of 
'I 
aJ.plication. 
I 
All Sub-factors :r-ated 11of great importanceu dis-
p+ayed low percentages of application. They were as 
follows: Sub-factors 53c, ~Reader--Morris; 53d, 25 
Lazarus--Concone Studies--Belwin; 53e, Rehearsal Funda-
mentals--Belwin; 53g, Treasury of Scales--Bandland; and 
5~3h, 20 Rhythmical Studies--Bel win. 
I 
Five Sub-factors related to Factor 53, supplemen-
ii'ary materials utilized, were investigated. All five 
rated "of great importance 11 displayed low percentages 
I 
I 
of application. 
266 
TABLE CVIII 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR 
SUB-FACTORS RELATED TO FACTOR 53~ 
SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIALS UTILIZED 
Percentage of 
No. Sub-factor D X A Application 
53b Band Reader--Morris 0 40 6 13.0 
d 25 Lazarus--Concone 
--studies--Belwin 0 38 8 17.4 
I Rehearsal Fundamentals--,e 
Bel win 0 31 15 32.6 
g Treasury of Scales--
Bandland 0 33 13 28.3 
'h 20 Rhythmical Studies--
-Bel win 0 30 16 34.8 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 53c, Band Reader--Morris, was accorded a ttDn (detri-
mt;lntal) response by none of the particip.ants; an 11 X11 (not 
applicable) response by forty participants; and an 11 A" 
(applicable) response by six participants. The percen-
tage of application for the Sub-factor was 13.0. 
D. CONCERT FOLIOS UTILIZED 
A total of forty-one applicable responses w~re 
recorded for Factor54, concert folios utilized. Evalua-
tipns of the related Sub-factors were submitted by these 
II 
respondees. Only those concert folios which were utilized 
by' four or more of the respondees were included in the 
findings. 
Ratings of importance. Table CIX shows the ratings 
o~ importance and mean index ratings for the Sub-factors 
related to Factor 54, concert folios utilized. 
Many of the Sub-factors were rated 11 of great impor-
I 
tp.nce 11 and were as follows: Sub-factors 54b, Challenger--
Rubank; 54d, Elementary Concert Band ~--Hanson; 54e, 
First Concert Folio--Rubank; 54f, Gem Grade School--
Shapiro-Berns; and 54i, Showcase for Young ~--Chappel . 
. 
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Some of the Sub-factors were adjudged nof importancen 
~nd were as follows: Sub-factors 54c, Easy Steps Program--
Mills; and 54j, Very First Concert ~--Hanson. 
Of the eight Sub-factors related to Factor 54, 
concert folios utilized, five were rated 11 of great impor-
tancett while three were adjudged "of importance.n 
' 
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TABLE CIX 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS 
FOR SUB-FACTORS RELATED TO FACTOR 54, 
CONCERT FOLIOS UTILIZED 
Ratings of 
Importance ·Mean 
No''. Sub-factor 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
54b Challenger--Rubank 11 5 0 1 3.53 
c Easy Steps P~ogram--Mills 4 4 3 0 3.09 
d Elementary Concert Band 
Book--Hanson ---- 3 3 0 0 3.50 
e First Concert Folio--
Rubank 8 5 1 0 3.50 
f Gem Grade School--
--shapiro-Berns 4 0 0 0 4.00 
lg Morrisey for Band--Hanson 6 4 1 0 3.45 
i Showcase for Young Bapd--
Chappel- - 4 0 0 0 4.00 
j Very First Concert Band--
Hanson 8 3 2 0 3.46 
' NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 54b, Challenger--Rubank, was accorded a "4" (of great 
,importance) rating by eleven participants; a n3n (of impor-
1tance) .rating by five participants; a n2n (of little impor-
'tance) rating by none of the participants; and a nln (of no 
importance) rating by one participant. A mean index rating 
,,of 3.53 was attributed to the Sub-factor. 
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Percentages of application. Table CX indicates that 
the percentages of application for the Sub-factors related 
to Factor 54, concert folios utilized, were uniform. 
None of the Sub-factors received high, creditable 
or reasonable percentages of application. 
Those Sub-factors rated "of great importance" but 
accorded low percentages of application were the following: 
Sub-factors 54b, Challenger--Rubank; 54d, Elementary Concert 
I' B~nd Book--Hanson; 54e, First Concert Folio--Rubank; 54f, 
G~m Grade School--Shapiro-Berns; and 54i, Showcase for 
Young ~--Chappel. 
Those Sub-factors rated "of great importance" but 
accorded low percentages of application were the following: 
'I 
Sub-factors 54c, Easy Steps Program--Mills; 54g, Morrisey 
for Band--Hanson; and 54j, Very First Concert Band--Hanson. 
Eight Sub-factors related to Factor 54, concert 
folios utilized, were investigated as to percentages of 
application: five rated "of great importancerr were desig-
,, 
I bated as low; and three adjudged "of importanceu also were 
classified as low. 
E. MARCH BOOKS UTILIZED 
A total of forty-four applicable responses were 
II 
;: recorded for Factor 55, march books utilized. Evaluations 
of the related Sub-factors were submitted by only twenty-nine 
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TABLE CX 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR 
SUB-FACTORS RELATED TO FACTOR 54, 
CONCERT FOLIOS UTILIZED 
NcJ'. 
Percentage of 
Sub-factor D X A Application 
54b Challenger--Rubank 0 25 16 39.0 
c Easy Steps Program--Mills 0 30 11 26.8 
d Elementary Concert ~ 
Book--Hanson 0 35 6 14.6 
-
e First Concert Folio--
Rubank 0 27 14 36.6 
f Gem Grade School--
--shapiro-Berns 0 37 4 9.8 
"g Morrisey for Band--Hanson 0 30 11 26.8 
i Showcase for Young Band--
Chappel 0 37 4 9.8 
I j Very First Concert Band--
Hanson 0 28 13 31.7 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 54b, Challenger--Rubank, was accorded a 11D11 (detri-
mental) response by none of the participants; an nxn (not 
applicable) res~onse by twenty-five participants; and an 
11 An (applicable) response by sixteen participants. The 
percentage of application was 39.0. 
of the respondees. Only those march books which were 
,, 
utilized by three or more of the respondees were included 
in :: the findings. 
Ratings of importance. No ratings of importance 
we.tre reported for the Sub-factors related to Factor 55, 
II 
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m~rch books utilized. The Sub-factors (in this instance, 
march books) were listed by the respondents. While twenty-
nine participants listed the march books utilized, less 
than ten per cent of them contributed ratings of impor-
t,ance. Thus, ratings of importance for Factor 55, march 
books utilized, were considered invalid. 
Percentages of application. Table CXI indicates that 
the percentages of application for the Sub-factors related 
II 
to Factor 55, march books utilized, were uniform. 
All Sub-factors not accorded ratings of importance 
,displayed low percentages of application. They were as 
.follows: (1) March Masters--Rubank; (2) Let's Play--Pro 
Art; (3) ~at Play--Belwin; and (4) Promotion--Rubank. 
Four Sub-factors related to Factor 55, march books 
1
utilized, were investigated. All Sub-factors not accorded 
'r 
ratings of importance received low percentages of applica-
,, 
" 
•
1 
tion. 
TABLE CXI 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR 
SUB-FACTORS RELATED TO FACTOR 55, 
MARCH BOOKS UTILIZED 
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Percentage of 
March Book D X A Application 
March Masters--Rubank 0 24 5 17.2 
Let's Play--Pro Art 0 25 4 13.8 
~ at Play--Belwin 0 22 7 24.1 
Promotion--Rubank 0 22 7 24.1 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Factor 
55, march books utilized, March Masters--Rubank, was accorded 
a "D" (detrimental) response by none of the participants; an 
!'X1r (not applicable) response by twenty-four participants; 
and an "A" (applicable) response by five participants. The 
percentage of application was 17.2. 
,. 
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F. INDIVIDUAL SELECTIONS UTILI'ZED 
A total of thirty applicable responses were recorded 
for Factor 56, individual selections utilized. Evaluations 
of the related Sub-factors (individual selections listed by 
the respondents) were almost nonexistent. 
Over one hundred individual selections were utilized 
by the participants. No ratings of importance were /ontri-
buted for these selections. 
flurprisingly, seven of the individual selections were 
util·ized by as few as two respondees and one of the listed 
selections was utilized by as few as three respondees. All 
p·ther selections were named only once by the thirty respon-
I 
dees. Therefo~e, computation of percentages of application 
was considered invalid. A complete list of the· individual 
I 
'selections related to Factor 56, individual selections 
utilized, may be found in Appendix G. 
III. SUMMARY 
In this Chapter, findings relative to materials were 
, 
,. explored to determine the relative importance of each Factor 
through the computation of mean index ratings and percen-
tages of application. 
Sub-factors related to the Factors were also inves-
tigated by the same processes. Computations for the Sub-
factors were based upon the numbers of respondents utiliz-
ing the related Factors rather than the total number of 
r~spondents. 
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The results were recorded in tabular form and each 
table was fully interpreted and summarized within the text. 
I 
CHAPTER VIII 
11 FINDINGS RELATED TO BUDGET ALLOWANCES AND F AGILITIES 
In this Chapter~ findings relative to budget allow-
arices and facilities were organized into five categories. 
These categories were as follows: (1) to ascertain the 
r~lative importance of the Factors through the computation 
I, 
df mean index ratings; (2) to determine the percentages of 
application for the Factors; (3) to ascertain the relative 
importance of the Sub-factors which related to three of 
.;the Factors; ( 4) to determine the percentages of applica-
tion for the Sub-factors which related to three of the 
I 
1Factors; and (5) to present those Factors which were 
'raccorded detrimental responses by the participants. 
An extensive coverage of band instruments was pro-
1' vided within the questionnaire by inserting blank spaces 
under the appropriate Factors. Band instruments were 
listed by the respondents in the ·spaces provided. Only 
those band instruments which were listed by ten per cent 
or more of the respondees were included in the findings. 
I. FACTORS RELATED TO BUDGET ALLOWANCES AND FACILITIES 
Ratings of importance. Table CXII shows the Factors 
related to budget allowances and facilities and their 
ratings accorded by the participants in this study. Of 
I 
No. 
5'1 
5~ 
II 
59 
60 
61 
'I 
63 
TABLE CXII 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE .AND MEAN INDEX RATINGS 
FOR FACTORS RELATED TO BUDGET 
ALLOWANCES AND FACILITIES 
Factor 
School provides all instru-
ments free of charge 
School provides certain 
instruments free of charge 
School rents instruments to 
pupils 
School recommends a rental-
purchase plan offered by 
a reputable music dealer 
Acquisition of instruments 
left entirely to parents 
Certain band instruments 
not provided in elementary 
school because of monetary 
considerations 
Ratings of 
Importance 
4 3 2 1 
1 
37 
13 
57 
20 
8 
41 
0 
3 
4 
7 
7 
2 
6 
0 0 
4 1 
0 2 
1 2 
5 1 
1 0 
3 0 
Mean 
Ratings 
4.00 
3.69 
3.48 
3.78 
3.39 
3.64 
3.60 
164 
One budget covers purchase 
of instrumental music for 
the entire school system 
One budget covers purchase 
of instrumental music for 
all elementary schools 
Each elementary school has 
66 
an independent budget for 
instrumental music 
School budget provides 
heteroge~eous instruction 
books for all pupils 
21 
8 
15 
3 0 
1 0 
3 0 
(Continued on the following page) 
0 3.88 
1 3.27 
2 3.55 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Factor 
57, school provides all instruments free of charge, was 
accorded a 11411 (of great importance) rating by one partici-
pant; a "3" (of importance) rating by none of the partici-
pants; a "2" (of little importance) ratine; by none of the 
participants; and a 11 1 11 (of no importance) rating by none 
of the participants. A mean index rating of 4.00 was 
attributed to the Factor. 
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TABLE CXII (continued) 
Ratings of 
I Importance Mean 
No. Factor 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
6V School budget provides homo-
geneous instruction books 
for all pupils 14 1 0 1 3-75 68 School budget provides ,, 
supplementary instruction 
books for all pupils 23 5 2 2 3.53 
69 School budget provides 
concert folios for all 
pupils 40 8 1 0 3.80 
·i(O School budget provides 
march books for all pupils 37 6 1 0 3.82 
71 School budget provides sheet 
music (individual selec-
I tions) for all pupils 27 4 3 1 3.63 72 School budget provides full 
uniform for elementary 
school band 2 1 1 1 2.80 
73 School budget provides 
partial uniform (such as, 
cap and sweater) for 
elementary school band 18 0 1 1 3.75 
74 School budget provides no 
uniform for elementary 
school band 20 0 3 3 3.42 
" 75 A shortage of rooms for 
the purpose of band 
24 instruction 12 5 1 3.40 
76 Types of rooms in use 42 17 7 1 3.49 
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these, the following were rated Hof great importance: 11 
F~ctors 57, school provides all instruments free of charge; 
58, school provides certain instruments free of charge; 60, 
I 
school recommends a rental-purchase plan offered by a 
reputable music dealer; 62, certain band instruments not 
provided in elementary school because of monetary consi-
derations; 63, one budget covers purchase of instrumental 
music for the entire school system; 64, one budget covers 
I 
.purchase of instrumental music for all elementary schools; 
'66, school budget provides heterogeneous instruction books 
1for all pupils; 67, school budget provides homogeneous 
,1 instruction books for all pupils; 68, school budget pro-
I 
1 
vides supplementary instruction books for all pupils; 
•1 69, school budget provides concert folios for all pupils; 
70, school budget provides march books for all pupils; 
71, school budget provides sheet music (individual selec-
tions) for all pupils; and 73, school budget provides 
partial uniform (such as, cap and sweater) for elementary 
school band. 
Some of the Factors were adjudged nof importance 11 
and were as follows: Factors 59, school rents instruments 
to pupils; 61, acquisition of instruments left entirely to 
parents; 65, each elementary school has an independent 
budget for instrumental music; 72, school budget provides 
ftl'll uniform for elementary school band; 74_, school budget 
provides no uniform for elementary school band; 75_, a 
shortage of rooms for the purpose of band instruction; 
and 76, types of rooms in use. 
Of the twenty Factors related to budget allowances 
and facilities, thirteen were rated "of great importancen 
while seven were adjudged "of importance." 
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Percentages of application. Table CXIII indicates 
'that the Factors related to budget allowances and facilities 
'1 varied in terms of percentages of application. 
Factor 60, school recommends a rental-purchase plan 
" offered by a reputable music dealer was rated "of great 
'· importance" and received a high percentage of application. 
Some of the Factors adjudged rrof great importance 11 
. . 
displayed creditable percentages of application and were 
as follows: Factors 58, school provides certain instruments 
free of charge; 63, one budget covers purchase of instrumen-
tal music for entire school system; 69, school provides 
concert folios for all pupils; and 70, school budget pro-
vides march books for all pupils. 
Factors 68, school budget provides supplementary 
instruction books for all pupil~ and 71, school budget pro-
vides sheet music (individual selections) for all pupils 
Nb. 
57 
58 
62 
64 
66 
TABLE CXIII 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES 
FOR FACTORS RELATED TO BUDGET 
ALLOWANCES AND FACILITIES 
Factors 
School provides all instru-
ments free of charge 
School provides certain 
instruments free of 
charge 
School rents instruments 
to pupils 
School recommends rental-
purchase plan offered by 
a reputable music dealer 
Acquisition of instruments 
left entirely to parents 
Certain band instruments 
not provided in elemen-
tary school because of 
monetary considerations 
One budget covers purchase 
of instrumental music 
for entire school system 
One budget covers purchase 
of instrumental music 
for all elementary 
schools 
Each elementary school has 
an independent budget for 
instrumental music 
School budget provides 
heterogeneous instruction 
books for all pupils 
D 
4 
0 
0 
1 
3 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
X 
75 
35 
61 
12 
44 
68 
29 
55 
69 
59 
A 
5 
45 
19 
68 
36 
12 
51 
25 
11 
21 
(Continued on the following page) 
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Percentage of 
Application 
6.3 
56.3 
23.8 
85.0 
45.0 
15.0 
31.3 
13.8 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Factor 
57, school provides all instrument's free of charge, was 
accorded a uD" (detrimental) response by four participants; 
an 11X11 (not applicable) response by seventy-five part-ici-
pants; and an "A11 (applicable) response by five partici-
pants. The percentage of application for the Factor was 
6.3. 
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TABLE CXIII (continued) 
' 
Percentage of 
No. Factor D X A Application 
67 School budget provides homo-
geneous instruction books 
for all pupils 0 64 16 20.0 
68 School budget provides 
supplementary instruction 
I books for all pupils 0 48 32 40.0 
69 School budget provides 
I 
concert folios for all 
pupils 0 31 49 61.3 
ro School budget provides 
march books for all 
pupils 0 36 44 55.0 
71 School budget provides 
sheet music (individual 
selections) for all 
pupils 0 45 35 43.8 
I• 72 School budget provides 
full uniform for ele-
mentary school band 0 75 5 6.3 
73 School budget provides 
partial uniform (such 
as, cap and sweater) 
for elementary school 
band 0 60 20 25.0 
74 School budget provides no 
uniform for elementary 
school band 1 53 27 33.8 
I 75 A shortage of rooms for 
the purpose of band 
instruction 3 35 45 56.3 
76 Types of rooms in use 3 10 70 87.5 
were rated "of great importance'r and received reasonable 
percentages of application. 
Some Factors adjudged nof great importancen dis-
played low percentages of application and were as follows: 
Factors 57~ school provides all instruments not provided 
in elementary schools because of monetary considerations; 
64~ ,1one budget cove.rs purchase of instrumental music for 
all '~lementary schools; 66~ school provides heterogeneous 
I' 
instruction books for all pupils; 67~ school budget pro-
h 
I 
vides homogeneous instruction books for all pupils; and 
73~ school budget provides partial uniform (such as~ cap 
I' 
and sweater) for elementary. school band. 
Factor 76, types of rooms in use~ was rated nof 
impo!jtance" and received a high percentage of application. 
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Factor 75~ a shortage of rooms for the purpose of 
band instruction, was adjudged nof importance" and displayed 
,, 
l 
a cre~itable percentage of application. 
Factor 61, acquisition of instruments left entirely 
to parents~ was rated "of importancen and showed a reason-
I 
able wercentage of application. 
,, Certain Factors were adjudged ''of importance" but 
received low percentages of application. They were as 
follows: Factors 59~ school rents instruments to pupils; 
I 65~ each elementary school has an independent budget for 
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instrumental music; 72, school budget provides full uniform 
for elementary school band; and 74, school budget provides 
no ~niform for elementary school band. 
Of the twenty Factors investigated, as to percentages 
of application, one rated nor great importancen received a 
high; four adjudged nof great importance" were designated 
I 
as creditable; two rated "of great importance" were classi-
1, ""''.... • 
fied as· reasonable; six adjudged nor great importance" were 
I nam~d as low; one rated "of importance" displayed a high; 
one ''adjudged "of importance" showed a creditable; one rated 
nof.importance" received a reasonable; and four adjudged 
" 
"of importance" were classified as low. 
Detrimental responses. Table CXIII shows the Factors 
related to budget allowances and facilities which were 
accdrded detrimental responses by the participants. They 
were as follows: Factors 57, school provides all instru-
ments free of charge; 60, school recommends rental-purchase 
plaq offered by a reputable music dealer; 61, acquisition 
of instruments left entirely to parents; 62, certain band 
instruments not provided in elementary school because of 
monetary considerations; 63, one budget covers purchase of 
instrumental music for entire school system; 64, one budget 
covers purchase of instrumental music fqr all elementary 
schools; 65, each elementary school has an independent 
284 
budget for instrumental music; 66, school budget provides 
heterogeneous instruction books for all pupils; 74, school 
pudget provides no uniform for elementary school band; 75, 
a shortage of rooms for the purpose of band instruction; 
76, types of rooms in use. The above Factors which related 
to budget allowances and facilities were aecorded detri-
mental responses by less than ten per cent of the 
respondents. 
II. SUB-FACTORS RELATED TO BUDGET 
ALLOWANCES AND FACILITIES 
In this Chapter, three Factors were to be studied 
in greater detail. They were as follows: Factors 58, 
school provides certain instruments free of charge; 62, 
certain instruments not provided in elementary school 
bec~use of monetary considerations; and 76, types of rooms 
in use. 
I 
Each grouping of Sub-factors was treated separately 
as the statistical computations were based upon the numbers 
of respondees utilizing the Factors rather than the total 
number of respondees. 
A. SCHOOL PROVIDES CERTAIN INSTRUMENTS FREE OF CHARGE 
~ 
A total of forty-five applicable responses were 
recqrded for Factor 58, school provides certain instruments 
free of charge. Evaluations of the related Sub-factors 
were submitted by these respondees. Only those band 
instruments which were utilized by four or more of the 
respondees were included in the findings. 
Ratings of importance. No ratings of importance 
were reported for the Sub-factors related to Factor 58, 
school provides certain instruments free of charge. The 
Sub-factors (in this instance, band instruments) were 
listed by the respondents. While forty-five participants 
listed the band instruments provided free of charge, less 
than ten per cent of them contributed ratings of impor-
tance. Thus, ratings of importance for Factor 58, school 
provides certain instruments free of charge, were consi-
dered invalid. 
Percentages 2f application. Table CXIV indicates 
that the percentages of application for the Sub-factors 
related to Factor 58, school provides certain instruments 
free of charge, varied considerably. 
Those Sub-factors, not accorded ratings of importance, 
which received high percentages of application were as 
follows: baritone horn, French horn, percussion, and 
tuba. 
None of the Sub-factors not accorded ratings of impor-
tanqe displayed creditable percentages of application. 
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TABLE CXIV 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR SUB-FACTORS 
RELATED TO FACTOR 58, SCHOOL PROVIDES 
CERTAIN INSTRUMENTS FREE OF CHARGE 
/ 
Percentage of 
Instrument Provided D X A Application 
Alto clarinet 0 35 10 22.2 
'I 
Alto horn 0 38 7 15.6 
Alt:o saxophone 0 40 5 11.1 
I, 6 Baritone saxophone 0 39 13.3 
Bart tone horn 0 11 34 7B.6 
Bass clarinet 0 28 17 39.5 
Bassoon 0 30 15 33.3 
I 
Flute 0 41 4 8.9 
Fren'ch horn 0 11 34 75.6 
Oboe 0 25 20 44.4 
Percussion 0 7 38 84.4 
Sousaphone 0 34 11 24.4 
Tenor saxophone 0 41 4 8.9 
Tromoone 0 39 6 13.3 
Tuba 0 12 33 73.3 
Tympani 0 40 5 11.1 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor alto c.larinet, provided free of charge, was accorded 
a 11Dn (detrimental) response by none of the participants; an 
"Xu (not applicable) response by thirty-five participants; 
and an "An (applicable) response by ten participants. The 
perce~tage of application for alto clarinet was 22.2. 
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Sub-factor oboe, not accorded ratings of importance, 
showed a reasonable percentage of application. 
Many Sub-factors, not accorded ratings of importance, 
demonstrated low percentages of application. They were as 
fo~lows: alto clarinet, alto horn, alto saxophone, bari-
tone saxophone, bass clarinet, bassoon, flute, sousaphone, 
tenor saxophone, trombone, and tympani. 
It is noteworthy that some of the reasonable and low 
I 
percentages of application, as singular entities, were 
significant when paired with their closest relatives. 
Thus, double reed instruments received a high percentage 
II -
of ~pplication. Alto and bass clarinets displayed a 
creditable percentage of application. 
Forty-five participants indicated that sixteen Sub-
fact'ors related to Factor 58, school provides certain 
instruments free of charge, were investigated as to per-
centages of application: four not accorded ratings of 
impo~tance were designated as high; one not accorded 
ratings of importance displayed a reasonable; and eleven 
not accorded ratings of importance were classified as low. 
B.' CERTAIN BAND INSTRUMENTS NOT PROVIDED IN ELEMENTARY 
SCHOOL BECAUSE OF MONETARY CONSIDERATIONS 
A total of twelve applicable responses were recorded 
for Factor 62, certain band instruments not provided in 
I 
elementary school because of monetary considerations. 
Evaluations of the related Sub-factors were submitted 
,, 
by these respondees. Those band instruments which we-re 
not,utilized by one or more of the respondees were included 
in the findings. 
Ratings of importance. No ratings of importance 
were reported for the Sub-factors related to Factor 62, 
cer~ain band instruments not provided in elementary school 
I because of monetary considerations. The Sub-factors (in 
this instance, band instruments) were listed by the respon-
den~s. While twelve participants listed the band instru-
ments not provided, none of them contributed ratings of 
impq,rtance. Thus, ratings of importance for Factor 62, ·· 
certain band instruments not provided in elementary school 
,J 
because of monetary considerations, were considered invalid. 
Percentages of application. Table CXV indicates that 
the percentages of application for the Sub-factors related 
to Factor 62, certain band instruments not provided in 
elem~ntary school because of monetary considerations, varied. 
Those Sub-factors not accorded ratiEgs of importance 
which received high percentages of application were as fol-
lows: bassoon, French horn,·oboe, and sousaphone or tuba. 
TABLE CXY 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR SUB-FACTORS 
RELATED TO FACTOR 62, CERTAIN BAND INSTRUMENTS 
NOT PROVIDED IN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL BECAUSE 
OF MONETARY CONSIDERATIONS 
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Ins.itrument not 
Provided D X A 
Percentage of 
Application 
Alto clarinet 
Altp saxophone 
Baritone horn 
II 
I Baritone saxophone j, 
Bass clarinet 
I 
Basf!oon 
cJ.arinet 
I Cornet 
Flute 
,, 
Frerich horn 
I' 
Oboe 
I 
P I • ercuss~on 
Sousaphone or tuba 
Tenor saxophone 
Trombone 
Tympani 
0 6 6 
0 8 4 
0 7 5 
0 10 2 
0 4 8 
0 3 9 
0 5 7 
0 4 8 
0 7 5 
0 3 9 
0 1 11 
0 9 3 
0 2 10 
0 11 1 
0 8 4 
0 11 1 
50.0 
33.3 
41.7 
16.6 
66.7 
75.<J 
58.3 
66.7 
41.7 
75.0 
93.3 
25.0 
83.3 
8.3 
33.3 
8.3 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor alto clarinet, not provided because of monetary con-
sidetrations, was accorded a 11D11 (detrimental) response by 
none of the participants; an "x•r (not applicable) response 
by s·J.x participants; and an 11 An (applicable) response by six 
part'J.cipants. The percentage of application for alto 
clar~net was 50.0. 
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Sub-factors bass clarinet, clarinet, and cornet not 
I 
accorded ratings of importance displayed creditable percen-
tages of applicatlon. 
Sub-factors alto clarinet, baritone horn, and flute 
not accorded ratings of importance showed reasonable per-
centages of application. 
Many Sub-factors not accorded ratings of importance 
I, 
received low percentages of application. They were as 
follows: alto saxophone, baritone saxophone, percussion, 
tenor saxophone, trombone, and tympani. 
Those Sub-factors which received reasonable and low 
\ 
percentages of application were to be regarded favorably 
I 
because of the negative connotation of the Factor involved. 
Favorable, also, was the extremely few respondees to the 
Factor. 
I 
Twelve participants indicated th.at sixteen Sub-
I, 
factors related to Factor 62, certain band instruments 
not provided in elementary school because of monetary con-
siderations, were investigated as to percentages of appli-
cat:i:on: four not accorded ratings of importance were 
designated as high; three not accorded ratings of impor-
tance were classified as creditable; three not accorded 
I 
ratings of importance were named as reasonable; and six 
,, 
not 'accorded ratings of importance were classified as low. 
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C. TYPES OF ROOMS IN USE 
A total of seventy applicable responses were recorded 
for Factor 76, types of rooms in use. Evaluations of the 
related Sub-factors were submitted by these respondees. 
Those types of rooms in use by seven or more of the 
respondees were included in the findings. 
Ratings of importance. Table CXVI shows the ratings 
of importance and mean index ratings for the Sub-factors 
related to Factor 76, types of rooms in use. 
Sub-factor 76a, acoustically designed music rooms, 
was rated "of great importance." 
All other Sub-factors were adjudged "of importancen 
and were as follows: Sub-factors 76b, regular classrooms; 
76c, auditoriums; and 76d, cafeterias. 
Of the four Sub-factors related to Factor 76, types 
of rooms in use, one was rated "of great importancen while 
th:t;'ee were adjudged ttof importance.n 
I 
Percentages of application. Table CXVII indicates 
that the percentages of application for the Sub-factors 
related to Factor 76, types of rooms in use, varied 
slightly. 
292 
TABLE CXVI 
RATINGS OF IMPORTANCE AND MEAN·INDEX RATINGS 
FOR SUB-FACTORS RELATED TO FACTOR 76, 
TYPES OF ROOMS IN USE 
Ratings of 
Importance Mean 
No. Sub-factors 4 3 2 1 Ratings 
76a Acoustically designed music 
rooms 26 4 1 1 3.72 
b' Regular classrooms 10 8 10 0 3.00 
'I Auditoriums 20 18 2· 1 3.39 c ,, 
d Cafeterias 11 8 5 2 3.08 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 76a, acoustically designed music rooms, was accorded 
a "4-n (of great importance) rating by twenty-six partici-
pants; a "3'r (of importancel rating by four participants; 
a "?" (of little importance rating by one participant; 
and a "1" (of no importance rating by one participant. 
A mean index rating of 3.72 was attributed to the Sub-factor. 
No. 
76a 
b,, 
c 
d 
TABLE CXVII 
APPLICABLE AND DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES FOR 
SUB-FACTORS RELATED TO FACTOR 76, 
TYPES OF ROOMS IN USE 
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Percentage of 
Sub-factors D X A Application 
Acoustically designed 
music rooms 0 38 32 45.7 
Regular classrooms 3 39 31 44.3 
Auditoriums 3 26 44 62.9 
Cafeterias 7 37 33 47.1 
NOTE: This Table should be read as follows: Sub-
factor 76a, acoustically designed music rooms, was accorded 
a nD" (detrimental) response by none of the participants; 
an rrxn (not applicable) response by thirty-eight partici-
pants; and an nAu (applicable) response by thirty-two 
participants. The percentage of application for the Sub-
factor was 45.7. 
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Sub-factor 76a, acoustically designed music rooms, 
,, 
was rated "of great importance" and received a reasonable 
percentage of application. 
Sub-factor 76c, auditoriums, was adjudged 11 of impor-
tancett and displayed a creditable percentage of application. 
Sub-factors 76b, regular classrooms, and 76d, cafe-
terias, were rated ttof importance 11 and showed reasonable 
per,pentages of application. 
Four Sub-factors related to Factor 76, types of 
rooms in use, were investigated as to percentages of appli-
cation: one rated ttof great importancerr received a reason-
abl~; one adjudged "of importance" displayed a creditable; 
and:, two rated "of importance 11 were classified as reason-
able . 
. ,
Detrimental responses. Table CXVII shows the Sub-
factors related to Factor 76, types of rooms in use, which 
were accorded detrimental responses by the participants. 
,, 
They were as follows: Sub-factors 76b, regular classrooms; 
76c, auditoriums; and 76d, cafeterias. Less than ten per 
I 
cent of the respondents accorded detrimental responses to 
each of the Sub-factors which related to Factor 76, types 
II 
of rooms in use. 
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III. SUMMARY 
In this Chapter~ findings relative to budget allow-
ances andfacilities were explored to determine the relative 
importance of the Factors through the computation of mean 
index ratings and percentages of application. 
Sub-factors related to three of the Factors were 
also investigated by the same processes. Computations 
for1,the Sub-factors were based upon the numbers of respon-
dents utilizing the relative Factors rather than the total 
~ 
number of respondents. 
Factors and Sub-factors which were accorded detri-
mental responses by the participants were presented. 
The results were recorded in tabular form and each 
table was fully interpreted and summarized within the text. 
CHAPTER IX 
SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
The purpose of this study was (1) to evaluate the 
majo:r factors Which contributed to the success of selected 
outs:tanding elementary school band programs; and (2) to 
identify those practices which might be of assistance in 
,, 
the 'establishment and/or improvement of elementary school 
band .. programs. 
I. PROCEDURE 
A nomination form was used in this study as an 
instrument for determining the location of outstanding 
elementary school band programs within each State. The 
Presidents of the State Music Educators Associations were 
chosen as most suitable for nominating six (or less) such 
elem~ntary school band programs within each state. 
A random sampling was taken from the returned nomi-
nation forms and questionnaires were forwarded to one 
hund~ed and thirty-six music supervisors assigned to the 
,, 
nominated communities. The nominated communities were 
located throughout the six divisions of the Music Educa-
tors National Conference. 
297 
~ questionnaire. The questionnaire was divided 
into·, the followipg main sections: (1) general information, 
(2). 'Factors related to selection. of~ students, (3) Factors 
~ ~ ~ 
rela'ted to instruction, (4) Factors related··to musical 
organizations, (5) Facto~s-related to materials, and 
II 
(6) Factors related to budget allowances and facilities. 
The general information section of the question-
naire was not designed to contribute to the investigative 
process but rather to present an overall view of the com-
muni~ies involved in this study. General information was 
extr~cted from the questionnaires and may be found in 
Appendix F. 
II. FINDINGS 
The findings of this survey were presented in accord-
. 
ance.,with the original methods of investigation of the 
I' 
Factbrs involved. They were as follows: (1) to ascertain 
I 
the relative importance of the Factors through the computa-
tion of mean index ratings, (2) to determine percentages of 
application for the Factors, and (3) to discuss briefly 
'I 
those Factors which were found to be detrimental to the 
elementary school band program. 
A. FACTORS RATED "OF GREAT IMPORTANCE" WITH 
HIGH PERCENTAGES OF APPLICATION 
Factors rated 1rof great importancen with high per-
centages of application were as follows: Factors 10, 
II 
inst,rumental demonstration for all pupils; 13, consul ta-
tion with parents of prospective band players; 36, pupils 
II 
encouraged to study privately; 37, provision for students 
I 
to participate at an intermediate level of achievement; 
38, provision for students to participate at an advanced 
levea of achievement; 40, approximate percentage of drop-
11 
outs during first year; 49, solo preparation encouraged; 
51, pand methods utilized; 52, homogeneous methods 
I, 
utilized; and 60, school recommends rental-purchase plan 
offeped by a reputable music dealer. 
,! 
B. FACTORS RATED noF GREAT IMPORT.ANCEu WITH 
CREDITABLE PERCENTAGES OF APPLICATION 
Factors rated nof great importanceu with creditable 
percentages of application were as follows: Factors 27, 
heterogeneous c.lass lessons during school hours; 32, 
classes organized according to grade level; 34, classes 
organized according to abilities of students, regardless 
of grade level; 39, progress report to parents; 42, each 
elementary school has a band; 53, supplementary materials 
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utilized; 55, march books utilized; 58, school provides 
cer~ain instruments free of charge; 63, one budget covers 
,, 
pur~:hase of instrumental music for entire school system; 
69, school budget provides concert folios for all schools; 
and ,.70, school budget provides march books for all pupils. 
C. FACTORS RATED "OF GREAT IMPORT.ANCEtr WITH 
REASONABLE PERCENTAGES OF APPLICATION 
Factors rated 11 of great importancen with reasonable 
percentages of application were as follows: Factors 23, 
bandi' instruction begins at the fourth grade level; 26, 
,, 
homogeneous class lessons during school hours; 31, pri-
vate:l lessons not during school hours; 43, an "all-townn 
or "all-cityn band comprised of pupils-from all elementary 
schobls; 48, ·a program for small ensembles; 68, school 
budget provides supplementary instruction books for all 
pupils; and 71, school budget provides sheet music 
(individual selections) for all pupils. 
D. FACTORS RATED "OF GREAT IMPORTANCE" WITH 
LOW PERCENTAGES OF APPLICATION 
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Factors rated "of great importance" with low percen-
tages of application were as follows: Factors 28, private 
II 
less0ns during school hours; 29, homogeneous class lessons 
not ''during school hours; 30, heterogeneous class lessons 
not during school hours; 35, private lessons mandatory 
for ,all pupils; 44, two 11 all-townn or "all-city" bands 
functioning; 45, three "all-town" or "all-city" bands 
I· 
functioning; 46, a band for each grade level; 56, indivi-
dua~ selections utilized; 57, school provides all instru-
ments free of charge; 62, certain band instruments not 
provdded in elementary school because of monetary consi-
' 
dercitions; 64, one budget covers purchase of instrumental 
II 
music for all elementary schools; 66, school budget pro-
,. 
vide!s heterogeneous instruction books for all pupils; 
67, school budget provides homogeneous instruction books 
for all pupils; and 73, school budget provides partial 
uniform (such as, cap and sweater) for elementary school 
band'~ 
E. FACTORS RATED 110F IMPORTANCEn WITH 
HIGH PERCENTAGES OF APPLICATION 
Ractors rated "of importancen with high percentages 
of application were as follows: Factors 1, rhythm instru-
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ments experiences in primary grades; 15, all pupils allowed 
to participate in program regardless of testing results; 
18, all students may study instrument of their own choice; 
19, an attempt to influence students and parents in the 
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selection of instrument; 24, band instruction begins at 
the fifth grade level; and 76, types of rooms in use. 
F. FACTORS RATED "OF IMPORTANCE" WITH 
CREDITABLE PERCENTAGES OF APPLICATION 
Factors rated "of importance" with creditable per-
centages of application were as follows: Factors 4, con-
sul t'ation with vocal supervisor as a means of screening 
potential band students; 5, screening of I. Q. tests for 
the purpose of locating potential band pupils; 6, adminis-
tering of "Seashoren or similar tests to all pupils; 9, 
physical adaption testing for interested pupils; 11, 
instpument demonstration for interested pupils; 12, instru-
ment'' demonstration for parents; 14, selective choice of 
stud~nts based upon testing results; 17, an attempt at 
" 
comptete instrumentation at the very beginning; 54, con-
cert folios utilized; and 75, a shortage of rooms for the 
purpose of band instruction. 
G. FACTORS RATED tt OF IMPORTANCE n WITH 
REASONABLE PERCENTAGES OF APPLICATION 
Factors rated "of importance" with reasonable per-
centages of application were as follows: Factors 2, pre-
band1instruments, such as, tonette and flutophone required 
of ~11 pupils; 3, pre-band instruments, such as, tonette 
and" flu top hone offered on an elective basis to all pupils; 
16, 'beginning pupils restricted to the basic instruments 
of each family; 20, quota system used to determine instru-
menJation; 25, band instruction begins at the sixth grade 
level; 33, classes organized with students of varied ages 
and abilities, thus requiring graded music; and 61, 
I 
I 
acquisition of instruments left entirely to parents. 
H. FACTORS RATED "OF IMPORTANCE" WITH 
LOW PERCENTAGES OF APPLICATION 
Factors rated "of importance" with low percentages 
of application were as follows: Factors 7, administering 
of n.seashore 11 or similar tests to those pupils interested 
,, 
in the band; 8, physical adaption testing for all pupils; 
22, band instruction begins at the third grade level; 41, 
the elementary band merely an extension of "instruction 
,, 
classes" in order to satisfy demands for P.T.A. appear-
!' 
ances; 50, regularly scheduled recitals; 59, school rents 
instruments to pupils; 65, each elementary school has an 
independent budget for instrumental music; 72, school 
budg~t provides full uniform for elementary school band; 
,, 
and 74, school budget provides no uniform for elementary 
" 
school band. 
,, 
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I. FACTOR RATED "OF LITTLE IMPORTANCEn WITH 
A LOW PERCENTAGE OF APPLICATION 
Only one factor was rated "of little importance" 
witn a low percentage of application: Factor 21, stu-
den~s given no choice of instruments. 
J. FACTORS ACCORDED DETRIMENTAL RESPONSES 
None of the Factors was accorded detrimental 
responses by ~per~~ more of the respondees. 
III. CONCLUSIONS 
1. Instrumental music demonstration for all pupils 
and 'consultation with parents of prospective band players 
were vital in the selection of students. 
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2. Pre-band experiences in rhythm bands and tonette 
and flutophone classes were helpful in small measure but 
I 
did not provide sufficiently significant diagnostic data 
in the selection of students in instrumental music to 
,, 
warrant use. 
3. Various forms of testing, written and oral, were 
helpful but not necessary in the selection of students. 
,, 
,, 
4. All students were given the opportunity to study 
a band instrument. 
,, 
5. The music supervisor attempted to influence both 
stude,nts and parents in the selection of an instrument. 
6. The fifth grade level appeared to be best for 
the beginning of study on an instrument. However, both 
fourth and sixth grade levels were acceptable for this 
PUrPOSe. 
7. Heterogeneous class lessons during school hours 
was the most popular form of instruction. However, there 
wer~ indications that homogeneous class lessons during 
' ~ 
school hours were desirable. 
8. Two class lessons per week were desirable. 
However, good results were obtained with one class lesson 
per week. 
9. Forty minute class lessons were desirable. 
However, good results were obtained with thirty minute 
class lessons. 
I 
10. The average number of pupils ~er heterogeneous 
class was twenty-one. 
11. The average number of pupils per homogeneous 
class was thirteen. 
12. Classes organized according to the abilities 
of students, regardless of grade level, was highly desir-
able, However, good results were obtained with classes 
organized according to grade level. 
13. Class lessons not during school hours were 
unpopular. 
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14. Private lessons not during school hours were 
extremely popular and highly recommended by the music 
supe,rvisors. 
15. Private lessons during school hours were 
unpopular. 
16. The mode for the length of private lessons was 
thirty minutes. 
17. Most communities proved to be quite flexible 
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by utilizing heterogeneous class lessons,, homogeneous class 
lessqns, and private lessons to fit the particular needs of 
both 
1
.the students and individual elementary schools involved. 
18. Provision for elementary school students to 
participate at intermediate and advanced levels of musical 
,, 
achievement was considered vital. 
19. At least two and, if possible, four progress 
reports per year to parents were desirable. 
I 
20. Drop-outs were maintained at a very low level. 
Ten per cent drop-outs during the first year was considered 
I 
reasopable while five per cent drop-outs during succ.eeding 
years was about average. 
'' 21. Individual elementary school bands and 11 all-town 11 
or 11all-city11 bands were equally popular. 
22. Elementary school band rehearsals were, for the 
most part, held during school hours. Two or three rehear-
sals per week of forty to forty-five minutes duration.was 
recommended. 
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23. 11 All-townn or "all-city"' elementary school band 
rehearsals were, for the most part, held not during school 
hours. One rehearsal per week of sixty minutes duration 
was reconunended. 
24. Marching as an integral part of the elementary 
I 
sch9ol concert band proved to be unpopular. 
25. A program for small ensembles was highly 
desirable. 
I 
26. Solo preparation by individual students was 
considered vital but few formal recitals were regularly 
sch~1duled. 
27. Band methods were utilized almost unanimously. 
Pub~1cations, such as, the Belwin Band Builder Series, 
I 
Belwin Elementary Band Method, Belwin Intermediate Method, 
Adventures in Band--Belwin, and Easy Steps .:!?.£ ~ Band--
Mills, were, by far, the most popular in use. 
28. Homogeneous methods were used extensively. 
Publications, such as, the Rubank Methods--Rubank, Arban 
Meth0ds, Fischer and Klose Methods--Fischer, were named 
most often. 
29. Supplementary methods, concert folios, and 
march books were utilized in preference to individual 
selections. 
30. Instruction books and supplementary methods 
were, for the most part, purchased by the pupils while the 
school budget provided for concert folios, march books, 
and individual selections. 
31. School recommendation of a rental-purchase 
plan offered by a reputable music dealer was considered 
vital. 
32. Provisions for the larger and more expensive 
instruments through the school budget appeared to be 
,I 
uniyersal. Shortages of instruments, such as, the lower 
'I 
ree~s, the double reeds, the larger brasses, French horns, 
II 
and,, percussion, appeared to be negligible. 
33. Very few of the communities provided basic 
instruments, such as, cornets and clarinets. 
34. One budget, covering the purchase of instru-
I 
mental music for the entire school system, was considered 
desirable. 
'I 
35. Few communi ties provided uniforms fbr their 
elementary school bands and, apparently, there was little 
interest in such expenditures. 
,. 
36. A shortage o~ rooms for the purpose of band 
instruction was reported. Dissatisfaction with the types 
of rooms in use was evident. 
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37. The lack of detrimental responses in this sur-
vey indicated that the responding music supervisors were, 
generally, well satisfied with their elementary school 
I 
band programs. 
IV. RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FURTHER STUDY 
This study was concerned with an evaluation of out-
standing elementary school band programs within the Conti-
' 
nental United States. The findings have suggested many 
I 
rel~ted areas in which further study is highly desirable. 
SucH areas are as follows: 
1. An evaluation of outstanding elementary school 
,, 
orchestra or choral-general programs. 
2. An evaluation of outstanding secondary school 
band, orchestra, or choral programs. 
' 
3. A study to,'determine the qualities possessed by 
musie supervisors responsible for outstanding elementary 
' 
I 
scho9l music programs. 
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APPENDIX A 
LETTERS OF TRANSMITTAL 
Miss Vanett Lawler~ Secretary 
Music ~ducators National Conference 
1201 Sixteenth Street Northwest 
Washington 6~ D. c. 
Dear Miss Lawler: 
I 
March 6~ 1959 
1 Laurie Lane 
315 
Burlington~ Massachusetts 
I am an instructor of instrumental music~ Winchester 
Public Schools~ Winchester, Massachusetts. In conjunction 
with a Master's thesis which I am making~ it is necessary 
to be 'in communication with the forty-eight Presidents of 
the State Music Educators Associations within the Continen-
tal U~ited States. 
I have been unable to obtain a master list of the 
names and addresses of the Presidents. It is my hope that 
you can provide such a master list in order that this inves-
tigation may continue to a successful conclusion. 
A self-addressed, stamped envelope has been enclosed. 
Thank you for your consideration of this request. 
Sincerely yours, 
Frederick J. Murray 
Instructor of Music 
Winchester Public Schools 
Winchester, Massachusetts 
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EDUCATORS NATIONAL CONFERENCE A Department of the National Education Association of the United States 
1 Sixteenth Street Northwest 
>hington 6, D. C. 
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California 
.RSEN 
Pennsylvania 
'OUNGBERG 
Mr. Frederick J. Murray 
1 Laurie Lane 
Burlington, M~~achusetts __ _ 
Dear N:r. Murray: 
March 10, 1959 
In Miss Lawler's absence we want to acknowledge your letter of 
March 6. She is traveling and ·will return early in April. 
Enclosed is a list of the Presidents of the State Music Educators 
Associations which you have requested. 
Cordially, 
Gene Morlan 
Assistant Executive Secretary 
fornia ---- -
>f the 
~rs of 
ry Council 
HESS 
llinois 
rscholastic 
ies Commission 
T 
Iiana 
>f the 
'"' Directors 
1cialion 
'EN NELL 
1w York 
1cialion of 
and Percussion 
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Indiana 
:retary 
ILER ), c. 
cutive Secretary 
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APPENDIX B 
LETTERS 0~. TRANSMITTAL 
Laurie Lane 
Burlington, Mass. 
:fliarch 23, 1959 
I am an instructor·of instrumental music in the 
public schools of Winchester, :Massachusetts. I am also a 
graduate student at the Boeton University School of Fine 
and Applied Arts. In an effort to complete the require~ 
ments for the Master of 111usic Degree, I am making a 
nationa] survey in an effort to determine certain factors 
which have contributed to the development of outstanding 
elementary school band programs. 
You can be of great assistance in this research 
project by listing for me six (or less) communities within 
your State that are known to have such programs, along 
with the names of their directors. For the purposes of· 
this survey, the communities selected should not exceed 
seventy-five thousand (75 1 000) in population. This study 
will not extend beyond the sixth grade level. Your 
selections will be held in strict confidence• When the 
suggested lists are received from all states, a random 
sampling will be chosen. 
I realize·that you have many demands placed upon 
your time. However, because of your position within the 
State and National organizationss you are the only person 
~o whom I can turn for this information with any degree of 
uniformity. I would appreciate an early response. Please 
~se the enclosed forms and return them at your earliest 
convenience in the envelope provided. Thank you for your 
kind consideration of this request. 
Sincerely you.re~: 
Frederick J .. Murray 
PJM/ec, 
Jl.,e ~ l. 
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Early returns on my questionnaire have been gratif.iihg• Many 
of the Presidents of State Music Eduoator 1s Associations feel that 
this stuqy should prove to be worthwhile. As far as is known; this 
is the f~rst such survey attempted on a national scale. 
Your State is one of the few not yet participating• It is my 
sincere desire that every State be represented. Perhaps, by chance, 
you did not receive my first letter~ I ~m enclosing another copy 
for your consideration• If it is your wish not to become involved 
personallyj would you kindly forward this to someone else within 
your State whp would have such knowledge• Thank you, again, for 
your ki~d coRsideration of this request. 
Enc. 
Sincerely; . 
Frederick J• Murray 
Instructor of Music 
Winchester Public Schools 
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COMMUNITY MUSIC DIRECTOR 
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APPENDIX C 
STATE PRESIDENTS OF THE MUSIC EDUCATORS 
NATIONAL CONFERENCE 
EASTERN DIVISION 
Connecticut 
William A. Lauer 
58 Greenhouse Boulevard 
West Hartford, Connecticut 
Delaware 
Edwin F. Englehart 
Lebanon Road R. D. 1 
Dover, Delaware 
' 
Maine 
*Anna'' Crouse 
Mexico High School 
Mexicro, Maine 
Maryl8.Qd 
*Mildred Trevvett 
Thurmont High School 
Thurmont, Maryland 
Massachusetts 
*Wendell S. Withington 
-130 Warwick Road 
Melrose 76, Massachusetts 
New Hampshire 
*Robert M. Cook 
-11 F6rrest Street 
Keene, New Hampshire 
I. 
New Jersey 
*Leroy B. Lenox 
29 Winchester Road 
Livingston, New Jersey 
New York 
*Harold M. Henderson 
Central High School 
Auburn, New York 
Pennsylvania 
*Fred Williams 
5360 Saltsburg Road 
Verona, Pennsylvania 
Rhode Island 
*Horace Magnan 
399 Greenwood Avenue 
Warwick, Rhode Island 
Vermont 
Evelyn Springstead 
8 North Maple Street 
Vergennes, Vermont 
::*State Presidents completing the Nomination Form. 
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SOUTHERN DIVISION 
.Alabama 
*Mort Glasser 
Gadsden High School 
Gads~en, .Alabama 
Florida 
*Howard Swyers 
West Palm Beach High School 
West Palm Beach, Florida 
Georgia 
*Rodney E. Jonas 
2510 1' Wren Street 
Brunswick, Georgia 
I 
Kentucky 
*Endora L. South 
212 Steele .Avenue 
Frankfort, Kentucky 
,. 
Louisi;;ma 
Walter Minniear 
2610.: Betty Street 
Shreveport, Louisiana 
Mississippi 
*Robert Work 
1505 South Tenth Street 
Oxford, Mississippi 
I 
North Carolina 
*R. Glenn Starnes 
1008 Virgie Street 
Durham, North Carolina 
South Carolina 
*Robert van Doren 
1332 Heatherwood Drive 
Columbia, South Carolina 
Tennessee 
*Marie Hutchinson 
1430 Valley Street 
Kingsport, Tennessee 
Virginia 
William Troxell 
Manchester High School 
Richmond, Virginia 
West Virginia 
*Richard Wellock 
Mercer County Board of 
Education 
1420 Honaker Street 
Princeton, West Virginia 
SOUTHWESTERN DIVISION 
Arkansas 
*R. B. Watson 
Pine'' Bluff School 
919 West 23 
Pine'' Bluff, Arkansas 
Colorado 
*John E. Held 
Held,'' s Half Acre 
Salida, Colorado 
Kansas.' 
*Don R. Bailey 
High.' School 
Russell, Kansas 
Missouri 
*Paul. Strub 
N. E. Missouri State 
T~achers College 
Kir~sville, Missouri 
New Mexico 
*Kenneth L. Bender 
-1803 Hawaii 
Alamogordo, New. Mexico 
Oklahoma 
*Albert Fitzgerrel 
711 Elm Street 
Admore, Oklahoma 
Texas 
*Philip Baker 
Katy, Texas 
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NORTH CENTRAL DIVISION 
Illinois 
Ester·Duncan 
602t'south Glenwood 
Springfield, Illinois 
I 
Indiana 
Charies A. Henzie 
2810~East 34th Street 
Indianapolis 18, Indiana 
II 
Iowa 
*Lorrain E. Watters 
DireQtor of Music Education 
Des Moines Public Schools 
Des ~oines, Iowa 
Michigan 
*E. Lawrence Ban 
144 Monroe 
Kal~azoo, Michigan 
Minnesota 
*Hugh1 F. Gibbons 
81 Kraft Road 
St. Paul 18, Minnesota 
Nebraska 
*Louis A. Burkel 
2117 Market Street 
Beatrice, Nebraska 
North Dakota 
*Dwaine Nelson 
State Teachers College 
Dickinson, North Dakota 
Ohio 
*Charles H. Bennes 
Hughes Hall 
Ohio State University 
Columbus, Ohio 
South Dakota 
*Warren Schimno~ski 
Aberdeen High School 
Aberdeen, South Dakota 
Wisconsin 
Howard J. Schuren 
6015 Vilas Avenue 
Nekoosa, Wisconsin 
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WESTERN DIVISION 
Arizona 
*Carroll Rinehart 
1201 1: North Torino Avenue Tuscpn, Airzona 
I• California 
*Joseph 'W. Lardon 
Consultation Music Education 
San Bernardino City Schools 
799F 
San Bernardino, California 
Nevada 
*Darrell Winters 
Fallon 
Nevada 
Utah 
*Max F. Dalby 
Director of Bands 
Utah State University 
Logan, Utah 
NORTHWESTERN DIVISION 
Idaho 
*Walter Snodgrass 
909 East "C" 
Moscbw, Idaho 
" 
Montana 
*Rolf C. Johnson 
Bozeman Public Schools 
'• Bozeman, Montana 
Oregon 
Loui'se Huckba 
512 ~s.E. 41st Avenue 
Por~land, Oregon 
Washington 
*Randall Rockhill 
141 Capri Drive 
Ranton, Washington 
Wyoming 
*Charles P. Seltenrick 
Division of Music 
University of Wyoming 
Laramie, Wyoming 
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APPENDIX D 
LETTERS OF TRANSMITTAL 
1 Iaurie lane 
Burlington, MlLss. 
:.hy 3, 1959 
I a.m. an instructor of instrumental music in the 
public schools of Winchester, l>Bssa.chusetts. I a.m also a. 
graduate student a.t the Boston Uni varsity School of' Fine 
and Applied Arts. In an effort to complete the require-
ments for the Master of Music Degree, I am mld.ng a 
national survey in an effort to determine certain factors 
which have contributed to the development of outstanding 
elementary school band prosrams. 
A Prominent music educator from your state l:la.a 
named your coDDD.unity as one which l:Jas such a. program. You 
oa.n be of great assistance in this research pro3ect by re-
sponding to the enclosed que stionna.ire. If another member 
of your staff is more directly concerned with the elementary 
school band program, would you please forward this request 
to him. 
I realize that you have :mny deJIEmds placed upon 
your time. However 1 because of the reputation your program 
en3oys1 it is highly desirable tl:lat you IBss on to others 
the benefit of your experience. I would appreciate an 
early response. Please complete the questionnaire and return 
it at your earliest convenience in the envelope provided. 
Thank you for your kind consideration of this request. 
Sincerely yours, 
Frederick J. Murray 
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l Ia.urie I.a.ne 
Burlington, M3.ssachusetta 
June 5, 1959 
.Early returns on my questionnaire ha.ve P.J:'OVed to be d1a-
appointin81• Present indications are that this survey will be 
declared invalid because of insufficient response. After nany months 
of arduous labor, I am reluctant to abJ.ndon this project a.t a point 
so near completion. As far as is know, this is the first suoh 
study attempted on a national scale. 
The questionnaire appears to be lengthy 1 but close examina-
tion will show that it is designed for quick and easy response. Whole 
sections will not apply to your community. The total time consumed 
should not exceed fif't;een minutes. 
I am anxious to include you in this survey because of the 
reputation your elementary school band Pl'oBram enjoys. Enclosed is 
another questionnaire for your consideration. Please return it at 
your earliest convenience in the envelope proVided. Thank you for 
your kind consideration of this request. 
Sincerely yours, 
F.rederick J. Murray, 
Instructor of Instrumental Music 1 
Winchester Public Schools, 
Winchester 1 M:l.ssachusetts 
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APPENDIX E 
MUSIC SUPERVISORS AND COMMUNITIES INVITED 
TO PARTICIPATE IN THIS STUDY 
331 
EASTERN DIVISION 
Connec1ticut 
None; 
Delaware 
None 
,, 
Maine'' 
*Anna M. Crouse 
Supervisor of Music 
Mexico Public Schools 
Mexico, Maine 
William Bender 
Supervisor of Music 
Rumford Public Schools 
Rumford, Maine 
*Donald Gay 
Supervisor of Music 
Auburn Public Schools 
Auburn, Maine 
Maryland 
*Rufus K. Hedrick, Jr. 
Sup~rvisor of Music 
Bel Air Public Schools 
Bel1• Air, Maryland 
'I 
*Miriam L. Hohman 
SuperY.isor of Music 
Washington County Public 
s'chools 
Washington County, Maryland 
Chester Petranak 
Su~ervisor of Music 
Bethesda-Chevy-Chase Public 
Schools 
Bethesda-Chevy-Chase, 
Maryland 
Massachusetts 
Donald Able 
Supervisor of Music 
West Springfield Public 
Schools 
West springfield, 
Massachusetts 
John Corley 
Supervisor of Music 
Brookline Public Schools 
Brookline, Massachusetts 
*Donald Hammond 
.supervisor of Music 
Swampscott Public Schools 
Swampscott, Massachusetts 
Howard Nettleton 
Supervisor of Music 
Belmont Public Schools 
Belmont, Massachusetts 
New Hampshire 
*Richard J. Gagliuso 
Supervisor of Music 
Concord Public Schools 
Concord, New Hampshire 
Walter Paslceuich 
Supervisor of Music 
Claremont Public Schools 
Claremont,· New Hampshire 
New Jersey 
*Walter Chersack 
Supervisor of Music 
Bound Brook Public Schools 
Bound Brook, New Jersey 
*Music supervisors completing the questionnaire. 
*Anthbny Ciarlo 
Supervisor of Music 
Leonis Public Schools 
Leon~s, New Jersey 
*Samuel Hollander 
Supervisor of Music 
Morris Plains Public Schools 
Morris Plains, New Jersey 
*Henry Zimmerman 
Supe.rvisor of Music 
Rose:lle Park Public Schools 
Rose1le Park, New Jersey 
New York 
*George Christopher 
Supervisor of Music 
Por~ Washington Public Schools 
Port Washington, New York 
*Elvin L. Freeman 
Sup~rvisor of Music 
Seaford Manor Public Schools 
Seaford Manor, New York 
*Robert Grant 
Supervisor of Music 
Olean Central Public Schools 
Olean, New York 
*Charles Jacobson 
Supervisor of Music 
Jamestown Public Schools 
J~estown, New York 
Herbert 'Ludwig 
Supervisor of Music 
Barker Public Schools 
Bar,ker, New York 
I• 
r, • PennsylvanJ.a 
*Edward Miller 
SuJ?ervisor of Music 
Springfield Public Schools 
Springfield, Pennsylvania 
*Al Moses 
Supervisor of Music 
Arnald Public Schools 
Arnald, Pennsylvania 
*Philip R. Prutzman 
Supervisor of Music 
Mount Lebanon Public 
Schools 
Mount Lebanon, 
Pennsylvania 
Rhode Island 
Arthur Coogan 
Supervisor of Music 
South Kingston Public 
Schools · 
South Kingston, 
Rhode Island 
Paul Rylander 
Supervisor of Music 
Cranston Public Schools 
Cranston, Rhode Island 
Charles Hill 
Supervisor of Music 
North Kingston Public 
Schools 
North Kingston, 
Rhode Island 
Al Wood 
Supervisor of Music 
Westerly Public Schools 
Westerly, Rhode Island 
Vermont 
None 
332 
333 
SOUTHERN DIVISION 
Alabama 
None,. 
Florida 
*Wallace Gause 
Supe;trvisor of Music 
Clearwater Public Schools 
Clearwater, Florida 
John' Singleton 
Sup~rvisor of Music 
Tampa Public Schools 
Tampa, Florida 
h 
Georgia 
*Anna Grace O'Callaghan 
Supervisor of Music 
Atlanta Public Schools 
Atlanta, Georgia 
Kentu9ky 
John Farris 
Sup~rvisor of Music 
Maysville Public Schools 
Maysville, Kentucky 
*Clayten F. Fugett 
Supervisor of Music 
Frankfort Public Schools 
Frankfort, Kentucky 
,I 
,, 
*Wil::liam Gravely 
Supervisor of Music 
Harrodsburg Public Schools 
Harrodsburg, Kentucky 
*T. A. Siwieki 
Supervisor of Music 
Paris City Public Schools 
Paris City, Kentucky 
Mississippi 
*Duane Bowen 
Supervisor of Music 
Vicksburg Public Schools 
Vicksburg, Mississippi 
Ernest Bowling 
Supervisor of Music 
Greenwood Public Schools 
Greenwood, Mississippi 
John Di Gilia 
Supervisor of Music 
Tupelo Public Schools 
Tupelo, Mississippi 
Peyton G. Rowder 
Supervisor of Music 
Greenville Public Schools 
Greenville, Mississippi 
North Carolina 
*Fred Boulnight 
Supervisor of Music 
Wilmington Public Schools 
Wilmington, North Carolina 
David Carter 
Supervisor of Music 
High Point Public Schools 
High Point, North Carolina 
Harold Grant 
Supervisor of Music 
Burlington Public Schools 
Burlington, North Carolina 
*Charles Islay, Jr. 
Supervisor of Music 
Boone Public Schools 
Boone, North Carolina 
I 
South 'Carolina 
*Pat 'Leonard 
Supervisor of Music 
Charlestown County 
Public Schools 
Char-lestown County, 
Sduth Carolina 
James D. Pritchard 
Supervisor of Music 
Charleston County 
Public Schools 
Cha~leston County, 
South Carolina 
Tennessee 
*Mel vil_1e Kelly 
Supervisor of Music 
Greenville Public Schools 
Greenville, Tennessee 
I 
*O'd'ell Willis 
Supervisor of Music 
Khox County Public Schools 
Kho,x County, Tennessee 
Virgi'nia 
None 
West Virginia 
*Marl Brown 
Supervisor of Music 
Spencer Public Schools 
Spencer, West Virginia 
Saul Fisher 
334 
Supervisor of Music 
Buckhannon Public Schools 
Buckhannon, West Virginia 
*Henry Mayer 
Supervisor of Music 
Clarksburg Public Schools 
Clarksburg, West Virginia 
Loran Mercer 
Supervisor of Music 
Warwood Public Schools 
Warwood, West Virginia 
*Robert Wright 
Supervisor of Music 
Bluefield Public Schools 
, Bluefield, West Virginia 
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SOUTHWESTERN DIVISION 
Arkansas 
None 
Colorado 
*John Jacobs 
Supervisor of Music 
Canon City Public Schools 
Canon City, Colorado 
Lloyd Jensen 
Supervisor of Music 
Sterling Public Schools 
Sterling, Colorado 
*Ed Kehn 
Sup~rvisor of Music 
Boulder Public Schools 
Boulder, Colorado 
*Don. Packard 
Sup~rvisor of Music 
Salida Public Schools 
Salida, Colorado 
I' 
*Lyl!e Dilley 
Supervisor of Music 
Wellington Public Schools 
Wellington, Colorado 
Kansas 
Wayne Snodgrass 
Supervisor of Music 
Clay Center Public Schools 
Cl~y Center, Kansas 
*John Stadleman 
Supe~visor of Music 
Goodland Public Schools 
Goodland, Kansas 
Don Threlkeld 
Supervisor of Music 
Garden City Public Schools 
Garden City, Kansas 
*J. B. Webster 
Supervisor of Music 
Hays Public Schools 
Hays, Kansas 
Missouri 
*Keith House 
Supervisor of Music 
Leis Summit Public Schools 
Leis Summit, Missouri 
Burton Isaac 
Supervisor of Music 
Kirkwood Public Schools 
Kirkwood, Missouri 
Hans J. Lemcke 
Supervisor of Music 
Webster Groves Public Schools 
Webster Groves, Missouri 
*Robert Schupp 
Supervisor of Music 
Raytown Public Schools 
Raytown, Missouri 
New Mexico 
*Rollie V. Heltman 
Supervisor of Music 
Los Alamos Public Schools 
Los Alamos, New Mexico 
*Melbern W. Nixon 
Supervisor of Music 
Hobbs Public Schools 
Hobbs, New Mexico 
James Wood 
Supervisor of Music 
Farmington Public Schools 
Farmington, New Mexico 
*Rodger Woodle 
Supervisor of Music 
Alamogordo Public Schools 
Alamogordo, New Mexico 
Oklahoma 
*P aui. Boone 
Supervisor of Music 
Shawnee Public Schools 
Shawnee, Oklahoma 
Pete Long 
Supervisor of Music 
Panpa City Public Schools 
Panba City, Oklahoma 
I 
Nan'cy Mills 
Sup:.ervisor of Music 
Ardmore Public Schools 
Ardmore, Oklahoma 
James Walker 
Supervisor of Music 
Putnam Public Schools 
Putnam, Oklahoma 
Texas 
*Ralph Burford 
Supervisor of Music 
Edinburg Public Schools 
Edinburg, Texas 
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*William Farris 
Supervisor of Music 
Bellville Public Schools 
Bellville, Texas 
*Don Fluriet 
Supervisor of Music 
La Ferria Public Schools 
La Ferria, Texas 
*Robert Rentro 
Supervisor of Music 
Texas City Public Schools 
Texas City, Texas 
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NORTH CENTRAL DIVISION 
Indiana 
None 
Iowa 
*Staijlley Davis 
Supervisor of Music 
Mason City Public Schools 
Mason City, Iowa 
*Robert Dean 
Supervisor of Music 
Spencer Public Schools 
Spencer, Iowa 
L. :1E. Watters 
Supervisor of Music 
Des Moines Public Schools 
Des Moines, Iowa 
I' 
Illi:pois 
Mr. Peters 
Supervisor of Music 
Joliet Township Public Schools 
Joliet Township, Illinois 
,, 
Micb!igan 
Paul R. Coleman 
Supervisor of Music 
Dowagiac Public Schools 
Dqwagiac, Michigan 
,, 
Jerome Mandl 
Supervisor of Music 
Kalamazoo Public Schools 
Kalamazoo, Michigan 
Edward A. Morris 
Supervisor of Music 
Ann Arbor Public Schools APn Arbor, Michigan 
Richard Snook 
Supervisor of Music 
Grosse Point Public Schools 
Grosse Point, Michigan 
Minnesota 
*Harlowe Bentley 
Supervisor of Music 
Grand Rapids Public Schools 
Grand Rapids, Minnesota 
*L. E. Christenson 
Supervisor of Music 
Albert Lea Public Schools 
Albert Lea, Minnesota 
Reynold J. Christensen 
Supervisor of Music 
Red Wing Public Schools 
Red Wing, Minnesota 
*Curtis E. Hansnn 
Supervisor of Music 
Brainerd Public 
Brainerd, Minnesota 
*Erwin A. Hertz 
Supervisor of Music 
St. Cloud Public Schools 
St. Cloud, Minnesota 
North Dakota 
o. M. Kepler 
Supervisor of Music 
Bismarck Public Schools 
Bismarck, North Dakota 
Don Petron 
Supervisor of Music 
Williston Public Schools 
Williston, North Dakota 
Ohio 
Clark Haines 
Supervisor of Music 
Kettering Public Schools 
Kettering, Ohio 
*Clifford Hito 
Supe'rvisor of Music 
Find-lay Public Schools 
FindlayJ Ohio 
*Stewart King 
Supervisor of Music 
Tippecaroe Public Schools 
Tippecaroe, Ohio 
James Riley 
Supervisor of Music 
Greenville Public Schools 
Greenville, Ohio 
South1: Dakota 
Pau'J. Christiansen 
Sup~rvisor of Music 
Hur.on Public Schools 
Hur.on, South Dakota 
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*Anne B. Larson 
Supervisor of Music 
Brookings Public Schools 
Brookings, South Dakota 
Richard Mylar 
Supervisor of Music 
Groton Public Schools 
Groton, South Dakota 
*Al Pappone 
Supervisor of Music 
Watertown Public Schools 
Watertown, South Dakota 
Mayo Weisflock 
Supervisor of Music 
Redfield Public Schools 
Redfield, South Dakota 
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WESTERN DIVISION 
I' 
Arizona 
Robert M. Fitzmaurice 
Supervisor of Music 
Flagstaff Public Schools 
Flagstaff~ Arizona 
*Armand Iacono 
Supervisor of Music 
Superior Public Schools 
Superior~ Arizona 
Pau'l Marts 
Supervisor of Music 
Chandler Public Schools 
Chandler~ Ar~zona 
Harold Teak 
Suwervisor of Music 
Benson Public Schools 
Benson~ Arizona 
California 
Ronald W. Brown 
Supervisor of Music 
Be,llflower Public Schools 
Bellflower~ California 
" George Bunis 
Supervisor of Music 
Wisalia Public Schools 
Wisalia~ California 
*Jack Coleman 
Supervisor of Music 
Santa Anna Public Schools 
Santa Anna~ California 
I; 
*Beth Landis 
Supervisor of Music 
Riverside Public Schools 
~iverside~ California 
" 
*Ralph Matesky 
Supervisor of Music 
Compton Public Schools 
Compton~ California 
Nevada 
*Lyman Bruce 
Supervisor of Music 
Winnemucca Public Schools 
Winnemucca~ Nevada 
*Duane Fuller 
Supervisor of Music 
Henderson Public Schools 
Henderson~ Nevada 
*Wallace Hawkins 
Supervisor of Music 
Ely Public Schools 
Ely~ Nevada 
Jack Schwarts 
Supervisor of Music 
Las Vegas Public Schools 
Las Vegas~ Nevada 
*Glen Terry 
Supervisor of Music 
Reno Public Schools 
Reno~ Nevada 
Utah 
*Marvin Strong 
Supervisor of Music 
Salt Lake City Public 
Schools 
Salt Lake City~ Utah 
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NORTHWEST DIVISION 
I, 
Idaho, 
*L. E. Johnson 
Supervisor of Music 
Bo~se Public Schools 
Boise, Idaho· 
*E. ,R. McKeever, Jr. 
Supervisor of Music 
Nampa Public Schools 
Nari,J.pa, Idaho 
*W. H. Snodgrass 
Supervisor of Music 
Moscow Public Schools 
Moscow, Idaho 
*J. Ross Woods 
Supervisor of Music 
Lewiston Public Schools 
Lewiston, Idaho 
M:ontana 
Pe'rcy Bronson 
Supervisor of Music 
Bozeman Public Schools 
Bozeman, Montana 
I 
*Harold Guthrie 
S~pervisor of Music 
Livingston Public Schools 
Livingston, Montana 
,, 
Roy Lyman 
Supervisor of Music 
Missoula Public Schools 
M~ssoula, Montana 
G,eorge Peters 
Supervisor of Music 
Garfield Junior High 
~l.llings, Montana 
*iJ?ed Taft 
Supervisor of Music 
Glendine Public Schools 
Glendine, Montana 
Oregon 
None 
Washington 
Russ Larson 
Supervisor of Music 
Walla Walla Public Schools 
Walla Walla, Washington 
*Dr. Leedy 
Supervisor of Music 
Bellingham Public Schools 
Bellingham, Washington 
*Randall Rockbull 
Supervisor of Music 
Renton Public Schools 
Renton, Washington 
Renwick Taylor 
Supervisor of Music 
Tacoma Public Schools 
Tacoma, Washington 
Wyoming 
*Bla~ne Blonguist 
Supervisor of Music 
Cheyenne Public Schools 
Cheyenne, Wyoming 
*Carroll Butts 
Supervisor of Music 
Torrington Public Schools 
Torrington, Wyoming 
*Blaine Collbaugh 
Supervisor of Music 
Casper Public Schools 
Casper, Wyoming 
Dunel Thompson 
Supervisor of Music 
Lusk Public Schools 
Lusk, Wyoming 
APPENDIX F 
GENERAL INFORMATION RELATIVE TO THE COMMUNITIES 
INVOLVED IN THIS STUDY 
· Socio- Length of 
Economic No. of School Day 
Approx.- Class- - - E1em.--- = Excluding_ 
Community State Pop. Status Schools Lunch Hour 
Superior Ariz. 5,000 Middle 2 
Compton Calif. 65,000 Middle 20 5 hr. 15 min. 
Riverside City Calif. 84,000 Upper Middle 20 5 hr. 30 min. 
Santa Ana Calif. 76,500 
- 23 5 hr. 
Boulder Colo. 40,000 
-
11 5 hr. 20 min. 
Canon City Colo. 12,000 Middle 7 7 hr. 
Salida Colo. 6,000 Lower Middle 2 7 hr. 
Clearwater Fla. 43,000 Upper Middle 6 
Atlanta Ga. 500,000 
- 70 5 hr. 30 min. 
Boise Ida. 55,000 Upper 23 5 hr. 40 min. 
Lewiston Ida. 22,000 Middle 6 5 hr. 30 min. 
Moscow Ida. . 9, 000 Upper Middle 4 7 hr. 
Nanpa Ida. 17,000 Middle 7 5 hr .. 30 min. 
Mason City Iowa 30,000 Middle 11 5 hr. 30 min. 
Spencer Iowa 9,000 Upper Middle 6 6 hr. 
Goodland Kan. 4,800 Upper Middle 2 6 hr. 
Hays Kan. 11,500 Upper Middle 4 7 hr. 
Wellington Kan. 9,500 Upper Middle 6 5 hr. 30 min. 
Frankfort City Ky. 20,000 Upper Middle 5 6 hr. 
Harrodsburg Ky. 5,000 Middle 1 6 hr. 
Paris Ky. 6,000 Middle 2 7 hr. 
Auburn Me. 23,100 
' . 
Dexter Me. 4,500 Upper Middle 3 5 hr. 30 min. 
Mexico Me. 4,000 Middle 2 7 hr. 
Bel Air Md. 5,000 Upper Middle 2 5 hr. 
Washington County Md. 86,000 Upper Middle 37 5 hr. 30 min. 
Swampscott Mass. 15,000 Lower Upper 4 4 hr. 30 min. 
Brainerd Minn. 10,000 Middle 6 7 hr. 
Grand Rapids Minn. 10,000 Upper Middle 5 6 hr. 30 min. 
w 
-!=' 
ro 
_ Socio- Length of 
Ecm:1omic - No. of ~ School Day 
Approx. Class Elem. Excluding 
Community State Pop. Status Schools Lunch Hour 
Red Wing Minn. 12,000 Lower Middle 5 6 hr. 
St. Cloud Minn. 35,000 Upper Middle 7 6 hr. 
Vicksburg Miss. 35,000 Middle 3 5 hr. 
Lef's Summit Mo. 5,300 Upper Middle ~ 6 hr. Raytown Mo. 35,000 Upper Middle 6 hr. 
Glendive Mont. 10,000 Upper Middle 4 6 hr. 
Livingston Mont. 8,000 Middle 6 5 hr. 30 min. 
Ely Nev. - - 4 7 hr. 
Henderson Nev .• 15,000 Middle 3 6 hr. 
Reno Ne.v. 65, o"oo Upper Middle - 6 hr. 
Winnemucca Nev. 3,000 Upper 1 6 hr. 
Concord N. H. 28,000 Upper 9 6 hr. 
Bound Brook N. J. 10,000 Middle 3 5 hr. 
Leonia N. J. 
-
Upper Middle 1 5 hr. 
Morris Township N. J. 10,000 Upper Middle 5 6 hr. 
Roselle Park N. J. 15,000 Middle 4 5 hr. 30 min. 
Alamogordo N. M. 22,000 Upper Middle 7 6 hr. 
Hobos N. M. 30,000 Middle 9 5 hr. 45 min. 
Los Alamos N. M. 13,000 Upper Middle 6 5 hr. 45 min. 
Jamestown N. Y. 43,000 Middle 10 5 hr. 30 min. 
Olean N. Y. 24,000 Lower Middle 8 5 hr. 30 min. 
Port Washington N. Y. 25,000 
-
6 5 hr. 
Seaford N. Y. 15,000 Upper Middle 2.1. 6 hr. 2 
Boone N •. C. 3,500 Upper Middle 3 6 hr. 
Wilmington N •. C. 70,000 Middle 18 6 hr. 
Findlay Ohio 30,000 Upper 11 6 hr. 
Tipp City Ohio 4,200 Upper Middle 2 6 hr. 
Shawnee Okla. 30,000 Upper Middle 10 5 hr. 45 min. 
Arnold Pa. 10,500 Middle 3 5 hr. 30 min. lJJ 
-1= 
lJJ 
Approx. 
Community State Pop. 
Mt. Lebanon Pa. 35,000 
Sp~ingfield Township Pa. 50,000 
Westerly R. I. 15,000 
Charleston County s. c. 135,000 
Brookings s. Dak. 9,000 
Redfield s. Dak. 
-
watertown s. Dak. 15,000 
Greenville Tenn. 12,000 
Knox County Tenn. 30,000 
Bellville Tex. 3,000 
Edinburg Tex. 18,000 
La Feria Tex. 3,500 
Texas City Tex. 40,000 
Granite School Dist. Utah 180,000 
Bellingham Wash. 38,000 
Renton Wash. 34,000 
Bluefield W. Va. 30,000 
Clarksburg W. Va. 34,000 
Spencer w. va. 4,000 
Casper Wyo. 40,000 
Cheyenne Wyo. 40,000 
Torrington Wyo. 5,000 
- -
Socio-
Economic No. of 
Class Elem. 
Status Schools 
Lower Upper 6 
Upper Middle 4 
Upper Middle 4 
Varied 9 
Upper Middle 2 
Upper Middle 1 
Middle 6 
Upper Middle 4 
Upper Middle 5 
Middle 1 
Upper Middle 6 
Middle 1 
Upper 5 
Upper Middle 30 
Middle 16 
Lower Middle 14 
Upper Middle 12 
Middle 42 
Upper Middle 1 
Upper 15 
Lower Middle 18 
Middle 1 
Length of 
School Day 
Excluding 
Lunch Hour 
5 hr. 15 min. 
5 hr. 
6 hr. 30 min. 
5 hr. 
6 hr. 
6 hr. 
6 hr. 
6 hr. 
6 hr. 30 min. 
6 hr. 
6 hr. 
6 hr. 
5 hr. 
5 hr. 30 min. 
5 hr. 30 min. 
5 hr. 30 min. 
6 hr. 
6 hr. 30 min. 
5 hr. 30 min. 
5 hr. 30 min. 
6 hr. 
w 
..j:::-
..j:::-
',, 
APPENDIX G 
INDIVIDUAL SELECTIONS UTILIZED BY THE RESPONDEES 
R0umanian Rhapsody 
A Roving 
Homesteaders 
BELWIN PUBLICATIONS 
Enesco-Johnson 
Kinyon 
Nyquist 
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Magic Valley Overture 
Fight Team Fight March 
Turnerville Trolley March 
Referees March 
Tarver 
Weber All 
Weber Fun 
Weber All 
Weber Fun 
Weber Fun 
Yoder 
Aboard for Band) 
for All) 
Aboard for Band) 
for All) Sky Rocket March 
Merry Go Round 
"Aurorau Overture 
for All) 
BOURNE PUBLICATIONS 
Air for Band 
:'Belladaine 
~antasy for Band 
1In the Cathedral Legendary Air 
Little Suite for Band 
:, Tamberlane 
1Fireworks Music 
When You Wish Upon A Star 
'I Three Hymns for Band 
Ericksen 
Ericksen 
Ericksen 
Ericksen 
Ericksen 
Ericksen 
Ericksen 
Handel-Harris 
Hurfurth 
Gordon 
BOOSEY-HAWKES PUBLICATIONS 
1
1 Colonel Bogey 
Little Prelude 
Storm King March 
The Black Knight 
Silken Ladder 
Cowboy Medlies 
Alfo:ud 
Findlayson 
Findlay son 
Grundman 
Rossini-Brown 
BRIEGEL PUBLICATIONS 
Briegel-
BYRON-DOUGLAS PUBLICATIONS 
Nobody Khows the Trouble 
I've Seen Ployar 
• 'I 
I 
,, 
FISCHER PUBLICATIONS 
L~ttle Classic Suite 
Adagio Allegro Alleluia 
~he Happy Slaves 
His HonQr March 
Medallian Overture 
Russian Choral and Overture 
Akers 
Akers 
Arriaga 
Fillmore 
Johnson 
Tschaikovsky 
HANSON PUBLICATIONS 
Greensleeves 
Man with a Golden Arm 
Oarnival for Trumpets 
Prelude and Choral 
' 
Dillon 
Fine-Nelson 
·Kinyon 
Schumann and Beeler 
HARMS PUBLICATIONS 
Three Classic Miniatures Jackson 
KENDOR PUBLICATIONS 
Telephone Tune 
Satalite Patrol (March) 
Space Cadets 
Big Rock Candy Mountain 
, Camptown Races 
" Playground Scene 
Hopscotch, Hopscotc~, 
Everybody Play 
, . The Big Yellow Bus 
Conley 
Dedrick 
Dedrick 
Dedrick 
Dedrick 
Dedrick 
Estes 
Petersen 
LEEVERNE PUBLICATIONS 
Marches for Moppets 
~recessional March 
Little Mohee 
Circus Day Overture 
Sweet·Betsy from Pike . 
Kinyon 
Kinyon 
Kinyon 
Kinyon 
Kinyon 
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LEONARD PUBLICATIONS 
Count Down March 
Surprise Symphony 
American Heritage 
Cofield 
Kiser 
Ployhar 
LUDWIG PUBLICATIONS 
Welsh Folk Suite ,, Davis 
MANY PUBLICATIONS 
Our Director 
.ranis Ane;elicus (Nations 
Prayer) 
,American Patrol 
'Bartered Bride 
Light Cavalry 
Bigel0W 
Franch 
Meacham 
Smetana 
von Suppe 
MILLS PUBLICATIONS 
, Irish Washerwoman 
,'! To Chailowski Suite 
Bells Across the Meadows 
Sunnyland Overture 
Junior Band March 
Shadowland Waltz 
Anderson 
Barnes 
Kelelbery-Bennet 
Olivadoti 
Taylor fEasy Steps) 
Taylor (Easy Steps) 
MORRIS PUBLICATIONS 
Tenderly Gross-Herfurth 
NEIL KJOS PUBLICATIONS 
Pride of the Mid-West March 
A Santa Cecelia 
Edwards 
Radaelli-Brittain 
PRO ART PUBLIO~TIONS 
Cieleto Lindo 
German Band 
Marines Hymn 
Merry Widow Waltz 
Ortone 
Ortone 
Ortone 
Ortone 
348 
Colorama 
Sinbad the Sailor 
Pacific Grandeus 
Warming Up March 
ROBBINS PUBLICATIONS 
De Rose-Yoder 
RUB.ANK PUBLICATIONS 
Coons 
Olivadoti 
Flight of the Bumble Bee 
Copa Cabana 
RibbJe 
Tckaikowski-Chenette 
Walters 
;:Ji Trocadero Walters 
Disc Jockey Walters 
Circus Parade Yoder 
'I 
SCHIRMER PUBLICATIONS 
In the Cathedral Pierne-Cheyette 
SHAPIRO-BERNSTEIN PUBLICATIONS 
Bach Chorales Three 
Green Rushes of Runnymede 
1, Beau Salant-Telemun 
Bach-Ellen 
Charles Barrett 
Telemann-Gordon 
The King and I 
John Peel 
Malagriera 
Pizzicato Polka 
Rhapsody in Blue 
WILLIAMSON PUBLICATIONS 
Rogers-Herfurth 
WITMARK PUBLICATIONS 
Jackson 
SPECIAL ARRANGEMENTS 
* 
* 
* 
MISCELLANEOUS* 
Barcaralle 
Debut Series for Young Bands 
Fiere Jacques 
Grand Festival 
Old Irish Melody 
Gur Boys Will Shine Tonight 
Pooka!-Tick-Tack-Toe 
Spring Tide Over 
Sunday Holiday 
Sil Vous Plat 
·IIhe Dapper Donkey 
Victory Overture 
Beeler 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* Powers 
* 
* Powers 
;1 *Composer or arranger unknown. It is presumed that 
these selections are a part of a collection. 
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APPENDIX H 
THE QUESTIONNAIRE 
/ 
A SURVEY TO ~THOSE ~aroRS 
WHICH CONriU:Bt.T.rE TO TEE SUCCESS OF SELEorED 
by 
I 
Frederick J. Murray 
Graduate student 
Boston Uni:vers1t~, s.F.A.A. 
~ INFORMATION 
Music Supervisor's Nama·-~-.._~_. __________________ _ 
Oomrnmdty ______ ~_._.._ _________________ state __________________________ __ 
Approximate population of communitY•••••••••••••••••••••·--------------~--------------
Number of" eJ.em.en:ta.ry schools ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• _______________ .,.... 
App.roxiiie.te number of elementary school J,mPils in the 
communitY•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••·•···------------~----------------
Lensth of' school aa.y in hours (excluding lunch time) •••••. __________ _ 
Approx:ll!Bte number of elementary sobool PlPils pa.r\iici-
]ating in the band prog~••••••••••••••••••••••••••···----------------------------~ 
Number of full-time sa~ried elementary school band 
instructors. 
a. Master's degree•·•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••·••••-.---------------------------, 
b, Bachelor's degree••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••-----------------------------
c • No degree •••••••• , • , ••• , •••••••••••••••••••••. • •••• ·----------------------
Number o:e: J:Br\i-time ea.~ried elelllentary school band 
instructors (including full-time music teacher with 
split schedule). 
a. Master's degree•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••·----------------------------
b, Bachelor's degree••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••··----.-------------------------
c. No degree•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••·------------------------------
Number of instructors reeeiving payment for lessons 
directly fran pupils. 
a. Master's degree••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••------------------------------
b. Bachelor's degree•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••·------------------------------
o. No de.g:x--ee ........ ............................................... -.......... ..... _......,.._...""""' .... ........._,..._,_"""",.:.. ....... , ..... ______________ _ 
Number of "practice teachers" or trainees Iartioi:t;e.tins 
in elementary band program each year •••••••.••••••••••••• •·-----------
a.. Length of J;8rtici:t;e.tion in months.~ ••• :• ••••••• •••••• ·-----------
b. De.~~ per week participatids.•e••••••••••••••••••••••·-----------------------
.... 
Socio-economic statue of COllDll.Ullity. (Cheok one) 
a.. Upper class............ !a. 'Middle class ••••••••••••••• 
b. Lower-upper class.. • • • • __ _ e. .Lower•middle class ••••••••• 
c. Upper-middle class ••••• __ _ f. Lower class •••••••••••••••• 
Additional information: 
INBrRuoriONS 
You are asked to evaluate the following fa.ctora in terms of their application 
· - ---=to=yt>ur=comm.un1'ty-'-s-=-el;3ID.entar-y-school:..ba.no.-~ogre;m.-.,..Plea.ee-o1rcle--the.-number ~Ql!;. _ ~---=-= _ 
letter which beet relates t.o your situation and fill in the spa.ces as requested. This 
study does ~ot extend beyond the sixth grade level. 
:AATmG SCI\.'2 
4 ..... is appltcable a.nd of srea.t impcn:tance to this community's elementary 
school band program. 
3 ..... is applicable and o:f' imlJC?rta.nce to tbis community's elementary 
school band program. 
2 ..... is applicable but of little importance to this community's elementary 
school band pro~. 
1 ..... is app]j.cable but of BQ.. importance to this community's elementary 
school band program. 
D ..... is applicable and baa proved to be detriplental to this community's 
elementary school band program. 
x ••••• is not applicable in any way to this community's elementary school 
band program.· 
l'JorE:- Please ·include any additional. infonna.tion tha.t you may 'Wish to 'VOlunteer 
in the ep:3.Ce provided a.t. the end of each area.. 
;; Selection of students 
' "- l. Rhythm instrument experiences 1n the p.r:lma.ry grades. 
(Kindergarten to Grade 3) ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4:;2 1 D X 
2. Pre-band instruments, such as tonette and flutaphone reg,uired 
of all pupils. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4:; 2 l D X 
;. Pre-band instruments, such as tonette and flul:ia.phone offered 
on an elective basis to all pupils •••• , •••• , , ••••.••••••••••••• 4:;21D X 
4. Consultation with vocal supervisor as a. means of screening 
potential band students. ••••••••·••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• I 432lD X 
5· Screening of I.Q. teats for the purpose of looa.ting potential 
ba.nfr pupils. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4321D X 
6. Aam:tniatering of "Seashore" or e:llnilar teste to ~ pupils. • •••• 4321D X 
7. Administering of "Seashore" or similar teat to those pupils 
interested in band. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4:; 21D X 
8. Physical a.daption testing for all pupils. ••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 21D X 
9. Physical ada.ption testing for interested pupils. •••••••••••••••• 4;21D X 
10. Instrument demonstration for all pupils. ••••••·••••••••••••••••• 
-
4 :; 21D X 
ll. Instl'Ulient demonstration for interested pupils .................. . 43 21D X 
12. Instrument demonstration for parents. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~ ._ - _.____-;:;:.__""::=-- ...-- !l ~ --- r -- , - - __ >- - 43 21D X ~ 
-~ _...:_ .;;;:...--.:: 
-
1:;. Consulta.ti~ with p:Lrents of prospective band players. • ••.••••••• 4; 2 1 D X 
14. Selective choice of students based upon testing results ........ . 43 2 l D X 
15. All pupils allawed to p:~.rticipate in progra.m regardless of 
testing results. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 2 1 D X 
16. Beginn~ng pupils restricted to the basic instruments of each 
family (cornet and clarinet). ··~·••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4:; 21D X 
17. An attempt a.t complete instrumentation a.t the very beginning. .e..• • 4321D X 
18. All students my study instrument of their own choice ••••••••••• 4; 21D X 
19. An attempt to influence students and parents in the selection of 
instruments. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 21D X 
20. Quota system used to determine instrumentation •••••••••••••••• •. 4; 21D X 
21. student,' given no choice of 1nstrmn.ents. • •••••••••••••••••• • ••••• 4 3 2 1 D X 
Additional informtion.: 
'-
'":!' 
22. 
23. 
24. 
25. 
26. 
Instruction 
l3a.nd instruction baSins at the third grade level. ••••••••••••••• 
Band instruction begins at the fourth grade level. •••••••••••••• 
Band instruction begins at the fifth grade level. ••••••••••••••• ... 
J3and instruction beg1ns at the sixth grade level. ................ 
NorE: . In =1/!26 - 31 (inclusive) answer sub-topics only when the 
prima.ry topic is applicable to your prosra.m. 
Homogeneous class lessons dtirins school hours. •••••••••••••••••• 
a. Instruction offered for~ one year. •••••••••••••••••••••• 
b. Instruction offered for two years. •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
c. Instruction offered for three years. •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
d. Class inatruct~on offered free of charge. ••••••···~·•••••••• 
e. Class instruction paid for by pupils. ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
f. Number of classes per week per child. ••••••••••••• • 
g. Length of classes in minute~. ••••••••••••••••••••• • 
h. Approximate number of pup1ls per class •••• , .... • •• • 
2 
4 3 21D X 
4 3 21D X 
4321D X 
4321D X 
4321D X 
4321D X 
4321D X 
4321D X 
4321D X 
4321D X 
4 3 2 1 D X 
4321D X 
4321D X 
27. Heterogeneous class lessons dus.•ing school hours. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 4 3 2 l D X 
a. Instruction offered for ~one year. •••••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 2 1 D X 
b. Instruction offered for two years. •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 2 1 D X 
c. ~etruction offered for three ~are. •••••••••••••••···~···•• 4 3 2 l D X 
d. Class instruction offered free of charse. ••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 2 l D X 
e. Class instruction paid for by pupils. ••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 2 1 D X ~--:;- :f .~Number-of_,cJ.asaes~:per~week-<per=ochild._._....,.,_._._u-•-e-e--...~ ._4_3_2~~.JL L 
g. length of classes in minutes. • •• •................. • 4 3 2 1 D X ~ 
28. 
h. Approxima.te number of pupils per class. • • • • • • • • • • • • 4 3 2 l D X 
Private lessons duripg school hours. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
a. Lessons offered free of charge. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
b. Lessons paid for by pupils. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••o 
c. Number of lessons per week per child. ••••••••••••• • 
d. Length of lesson in minutes. •••••••••••••••••••••• • 
Bomcseneous class lessons not during school hours. •••••••••••••• 
a. Instruction offered for ~one year. •••••••••••••••••••••• 
b. Instruction offered for two years. •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
c. Instruction offered for three years. •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
d. Class instruction offered free of charse. ••••••••••••••••••• 
e. Class instruction paid for by pupils. ••••••••••••···~··••••• 
f. Number of classes per week per child. ••••••••••••• • 
g. Length of classes in minutes. ••••••••••••••••••••• • 
h, Approximate number of pupils per class ••• • ••••• •.. • 
Eeterogeneous class lessons not durins school hours. •••••••••••• 
a. Instruction offered for ~one year. •••••••••••••••••••••• 
b. Instruction offered for t~vo years ••• • •. •. • • •••••••• •• • •. • •• • 
c. Instruction offered for three years. •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
d. Class instruction offered free of charge. ••••••••••••••••••• 
e. Class instruction paid for by pupils. ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
f. Number of classes per week per child. ••••••••••••• • 
g. Length of classes in minutes. ••••••••••••••••••••• • 
h. Approximate number of pupils )fer cla.ae.. • •• .............. • • 
4321D X 
4321D X 
4 3 2 1 D X 
4 3 2 l D X 
432lD X 
4 3 2 l D X 
4321D X 
432lD X 
4321D X 
4321D X 
4321D X 
4321D X 
4321D X 
4321D X 
4321D 
4321D 
4321D 
.4 3 2 1 D 
432lD 
4321D 
4321D 
432lD 
4 },-2 1. D 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X. 
31. Private lessons not gurins sohool ho~s. •••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 2 1 D X 
a. Lessons offered free of charge. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 2 1 D X 
b. Lessons paid fbr by pupils. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 2 1 D X 
o. Number of lessons per week per ohild. ••••••••••••• • 4 3 2 l D X 
d. Lengtn of lesson tn minutes. ···~··•••••••4•••••••• • 4 3 2 1 D X 
32. Classes orsanized according to grade level. ••••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 2 1 D X 
Classes orsanized with students of varied ages and abilities, 
thus requiring graded music. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 2 1 D X 
Classes orsanized according to abilities of students, regardless 
of grade level. • •• 1 • •·• •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 • • • • • • • • • • • 4 3 2 1 D X 
Private lessons mandatory for all pupils. ••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 2 1 D X 
Pupils encouraged to study privately. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 2 1 D X 
Provision for students to participate at an intermediate level 
of achievement. •••••••••••••••· .. ··~···•••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 2 1 D X 
Provision for students to :participate at an adw.nced level of 
achievement. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 2 1 D X 
&ogress report to p3.rents. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••" 4 3 2 1 D X 
a. Number of progress reports per year. • • •• •• • •• • • • • • ,. 4 3 2 1 D X 
4o. Approximate percentage of drop-outs during first year. • 4 3 2 1 D X ::--------a.~ -s-aoonnear. • ••• ~ •• -.. •••• -: • •••• ~--;, =.-.~ ..::.=.~ • ...:.:......~~-----""!!~. 4-3-2~1 1> - x~--
b, Third Year. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • 4 3 2 l D X 
Additional information: 
Musical Organizations 
The elementary school band merely an extension of "instruction 
Classes" in order to aa.tisfy denands for P.T .A. appearances •• • 4 3 2 1 D X 
NorE: In 1/42 and #43 answer sub-topics only when the primary 
topic is applicable to your program. 
Each elementary school has a band. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 2 1 D X 
a.. An attempt at complete instrumentation. • •••• •............... 4 3 2 1 D X 
b, Alll students participate ••••••••••••••••• , •••••• •. • •·• ••••••• 4 3 2 1 D X 
c. students eeleoted according to abilities. ••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 2 1 D X 
d. students audition for band. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 2 1 D X 
e. Number of rehearsals per week during school. •••••• • 4 3 2 l D X Le~h of rehearsal in minutes. •••••••••••••••••• 4 3 2 l D X 
f. Number of rehearsals per week ~ school. • • • • • • • • 4 3 2 1 D X Le~h of rehearsal in mdnutes. •••••••••••••••••• • 4 3 2 1 D X 
g. Approximt.e number of concerts per year. •• .. •••... • 4 3 2 1 D X 
44. 
45. 
46. 
4 
An '~11-'l'own" or '~ll Cit,y" band comprised of pupils from all 
elementary schOols, •••••••••••••••••o••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 2 1 D X 
a. An attempt at complete instrumentation •••• ••. ••• ••• ••• ••• ••• 4 3 2 1 D X 
b. students selected according to abilities. ••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 2 1 D X 
c. Students audition for band. ••••~••'•·••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 2 l D X 
d. All students allowed to ~icipate. •••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 2 1 D X 
e, Number of rehearsals :per week durins school. • • • • • • • 4 3 2 l D X 
Length of rehearsal in minutes. •••••••••••••••••• • 4 3 2 l D X 
f. Number of rehearsals :per week not durins. school • • • • 4 3 2 l D X 
Length of rehearsal in minutes. •••••••••••••••••• • 4 3 2 1 D X 
g. A:pproxima.te number of concerts :per year ••••••• , • ... • 4 3 2 l D X 
Two ·~~l..r.rown" or '~ll·C:J.ty" bands functioning. • •••••••••••••••• 4 3 2 1 D X 
Three '~llJ.rown" or '~11-0ity" bands functioning •• •••••• •••••••• 
A band •!for each grade level. • ••••••••••• , ••••• • •• ••., ........... . 
a. Sixth gr.ade. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
b. F1fth grade. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
c. Fourth grade. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
NorE: "In 1fl~1 and :/flt8 answer eub-to:pics only when the :prinary 
t~p:!.c is a:p:pl:J.cs.ble to your program. 
4321D X 
4321D X 
4321D X 
4321D X 
432lD X 
- - --""'~----- -----~=---"--~"-----~-~-----"----
47. Marching a.n integral :r;art of the concert band (s), •••••••• •• •••• 4 3 2 1 D X 
a. Drills held during a. :portion of the time allotted for 
concert band rehearsals. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 2 l D X 
b. All st,~.dents allowed to :r;art:J.ci:r;ate. • ••• •• ••••••••••••• •• ••• 4 3 2 l D X 
c. Approx:tn:a.te number of drills ~ ~ dur1ns school. • 4 3 2 l D X 
Length of drill in minutes. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • .• • • • • • • 4 3 2 l D X 
d. A:pprox:t!"'cS.te number of drills B!£ WE. ~ durins 
school. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • 4 3 2 l D X Len~;h of drill in minutes. •••••••••••••••••••• • 4 3 2 l D X 
e. Extra drills held as needed. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 2 1 D X 
f. .r.hrcbi:ng drills occasionally held during time allotted 
for o:l~ss in.etruction. • ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
g. Approx~ number of parades ISrticipe.ted in per year. . .• 
4321D X 
4321D X 
48. A pro~ for small ensembles. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
a. Restricted to best pupils. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
b. All students may participate. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
c. Progrrum held durina school hours. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
d. Program held not durins school hours. ••••••••••••~•••••••••• 
e. C~ber band. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
f. Woodwind ensemble. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
g. Braes ensemble. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
4321D X 
4321D X 
4321D X 
432lD X 
4321D X 
4321D X 
4321D X 
4321D X 
49. Solo pre:paration encouraged. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 432lD X 
50. Regularly scheduled recitals. • •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Additional information' 
51. 
52. 
!eter:te.ls 
NOTE: In #51 - :J/:56 (inclusive) answer sub-topics only wben the 
pr111la.ry topic is applicable to 10\lr program. 
5 
Band methods utilized. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••A•••• 4 3 2 l D X (Check 1and evaluate only those methods used in your program. ) 
a. :Selwin ~ BUilder #l • • • • • • • • • • • • Belw:tn • ••• •... • 4 3 2 l D X 
b. Belw:l.n ~ Builder #2 • • ... •. •. • • • Belwin • •. • • • • • • 4 ; 2 l D X 
c • Belwin ~ BUilder #'5 • • •• • • • • • • • • Belw:l.n • • • • • • • • • 4 3 2 ~ D X 
d. Belwin Elementary~ Method ••••• Belwin •••••••• • 4 3 2 l. D X ~. Belwin Intermediate Method • • • ••• •. Belwin • • • • • • • • • 4 3 2 l D X 
f. Adventures 1n Band •••••••••••••••• Belwin •••••••• • 4 3 2 l D X 
g. Ea.s:r §Iiepa ~ tiiS"'"Band ." ........... Mills ......... • 4 3 2 l D X 
h. Our ~9:. Class Method, Vol. 2ll!, ••• Fischer ....... • 4 3 2 l D X 
i. Our ~A Ola.ss Method, Vol. 't!2, .. ,. F:l.scher ... ~ •• ~ • 4 3 2 l D X 
3• ~.@'ee lTaz ~42! ~ .................. !Beds .......... • 4; 2 l D X 
k• Smith•Iod&r-Bacbman (S.Y B. •••••• Nei1 ~os ••••• • 4 3 2 l D X 
1. Booaey~H.a.ykBa ~ So ••••••• •. Booaey•lrawkes • • 4 3 2 l D X 
m. BpC)ae:r-Ira.wkes ~ Method • • • • • • • • • Booaey-Ira.wkes • • 4 ; 2 l D X 
n. ~psey.{la.wkee Ingtrumep.tal Course • Boosey-lfa.wkes • • 4 3 2 l D X 
o. First ~.e:ea ~ l3a.nd Pla.png • •• •• •• Rubank •• •••. •• • 4 3 2 l D X 
P• Basic ~z 2,! ~ • ••••• .......... •• Be F. Wood •••• • 4 3 2 1 D X 
q, More Band Tra:lnpts •••••••••••• •• •• Su:lrmcy' Birchard • 4 3 2 1 D X 
r. ltBrk lrindalez Band Method ......... Sam Fox ....... • 4 3 2 l D X 
-Others:-- ~----- --~~ :-----.-------=--
---------------------·• 4 3 2 l D X 
--------------------~· 4 3 2 l D X 
__ ..._ __________________ __.. 4 3 2 l D X 
Homogeneous methode utilized. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4;21D X (Check and e'\lalua.te only those methods used 1n your program.) 
.4321D a. Rube.nk Elementary Methode ••••••••••• Rubank ••••• X 
b.· iubank Intermediate Methods • •••••••• Ru.be.nk ••• •• .432lD X 
c. ~ ~ Ia.z •••••••••••••••••••••••••• :Boston Music • 432lD X 
d. Prescott §yetem ••••••••••••••••••••• F.iscber •••• • 4321D X 
e-- Arban Methods •••••••••··~··••••••••• Fischer •••• .4321D X 
f. La~rua Method •••••••••••••••••••••• Fischer • ••• • 432lD X g. IO.o'ee Method • ••••••••••••••••••••••• Fischer • ••• .432lD X Others: 
,4;21D X 
.4321D X 
.. 432.~D X 
........... 
6-
53· Supplemente.rjmaterials utilized. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 2 l D X 
(Check a.nd evaluate only those supplements used in ~ur program.) 
a, Our~ Pla..ys •••••• •••• •••••• •••• ••• Fischer •••• • 4 3 2 l D X 
b. Fox ~Reader .............. , , • .. .. • Sam Fox .. • • • 4 3 2 1 D X 
c. ~Reader ••••••••·•••••••••••••••••• Morris ••••• • 4 3 2 l D X 
d. g2, I.e.zarus•Ooncone Stiud1es ••,. •• .. ••, Belw:tn •• ••. • 4 3 2 l D X 
e. Rehearsal Fundamentals • , , •••••••• , ••• :Selwin • • .... , 4 3 2 1 D X 
f. White's Unieonal Scales • , • , •••••••••• Fischer ••• , • 4 3 2 1 D X 
g. TreasurY of Scales ••••••••••••••••••• Bandland ••• • 4 3 2 1 D X 
h. gQ jh.ytlimica.l studies ........ , · •• ,..... :Selwin •• , • • • 4 3 2 1 D X 
Others: 
--------------------~· 4 3 2 1 D X 
---------------------·• 4 3 2 1 D X 
-~-------------------,· 4 3 2 1 D X 
54. Concert,folios utilized, •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 21 D X 
(Check and evaluate only those folios used in your PrOSre.m• ) 
a, m Prosrese;!, ve • , • , , • , , •• , •• • , • • •••• , :Boston Mwlic • 4 3 2 1 D X 
b. Challenger ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• Rubank •••••· • 4 3 2 l D X 
c. Easy Stie;ps Prosram .. • • .. .. .. .. • • .. • • • Mille .. • .. • . . . . . • 4 3 2 1 D X 
d. Elementar:y Concert ~ ~ ••••••• •. E'a.nson • • •.• • • 4 3 2 1 D X 
e, F1ret Concert Folio •••••••••••••••••• Rubank ••••• • 4 3 2 1 D X ---------....-..-:f:.~~-(ka.de-Sch9ol-n-.·•-·-·-.-·,•·•-.-.-a-..... -~~*»tro-Berns----~-4-3-2-l-D--Jt~- ~ 
g. ~risaez For~ ••••••••••••••••••• ~son ••••• • 4 3 2 1 D X 
55· 
h. ]remier Concert Fblio •••••••••••••••• Neil EJos •• • 4 3 2 1 D X 
i. Showcase for Yotm.s :Band ............... Gl:lap];lel .... • 4 3 2 1 D X 
j. VerY First Concert ~ •••••• , • • • • • • • Hanson • , • • • • 4 3 2 l D X 
others: 
_........_-------------------·• 4 3 2 1 D X 
-----------------------• 4 3 2 l D X 
---------------------· 4 3 2 l D X 
March books utilized •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 2 l D X (Iii at and evaluate three (or lese) march books used in your 
elementary school band program. ) 
----------------------· 4 3 2 1 D X 
-----------------------• 4 3 2 1 D X 
-----------------------·· 4 3 2 1 D X 
7 
56. Individual selections utilized. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 2 l D X 
(L~et and evaluate f1 ve (or lees) individual selections that are 
repre~entati ve of the music performed by your elementary J!.Chool 
band.) 
-------------------------· 4 3 2 1 D X 
----.1.---~---------------· 4 3 2 l D X 
-----------------------· 4 3 2 1 D X 
-----------------------· 4 3 2 1 D X 
----------------------· 4 3 2 1 D X 
Additional information: 
BtJOOEl' ALLOWANCES 
59· School rente instruments to pupils. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
60. School recommends a rental-purchase plan offered by a reputable 
music dealer • • • • • • • • • • • • • •. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 4 3 2 1 D X 
61. Acquisition of instruments left entirely to J;arenta •••••••.•••••• 4 3 2 'l D X 
62. Certain band instruments not provided in elementary school 
because of monetary conSiderations. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 2 l D X (Li~ such instruments.) 
.4321D X 
.4321D X 
.4321D X 
.4321D X 
_ 4 ~ 2 1 n-· X 
r ,! 
~ 
v 
63. 
/ 
64. 
65. 
66. 
' J 
61,. 
68~ 
69. 
10. 
71. 
8 
One budget covers purchase of instrumental music for the entire 
school system. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 2 1 D X 
One budget covers purcbase of instrumental music for all 
elementary schools. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 2 1 D X 
l!B.ch elementary school bas an independent budget for 
instrumental music. ••••••••••••••••••••···~••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 2 1 D X 
School budget provides hete:rogeneous instruction books for 
all PuPils, ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4321D X 
Scnbol budget provides homogeneous instruction books for all 
pupilS. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 432lD X 
Schodi budset provides supplementary instruction books for all 
pupils. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 2 1 D X 
School buciset provides concert folios for all pupils. • • • • • • • • • • • 4 3 2 l D X 
School budget provides march books for all pupils. •••••••••••••• 4 3 2 1 D X 
School bude;et provides sheet music (individual selections) for 
all pUpils. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 3 2 1 D X 
72. School buciset proVides full uniform for elementary school band •. o.. 4 3 2 1 D X 
--- -73-. -School--bud{fet-prov:tde-a J;arcla;l-un1form _-(such as cap and sweater) 
for elementary school band. • ............................. •.• ..... 4 3 2 l D X 
74. School budget provides no uniform for elementary school band. • • • 4 3 2 l D X 
75· 
76. 
I 
Additional information: 
FAOIL:fl'IES 
A shortage of rooms for the purllOse of band instruction. •••••••• 
Types of rooms in use. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
432lD X 
432lD X 
(Check and evaluate only those rooms used in your program). 
.432lD X 
---.432lD X 
a. Acoustically designed music rooms. •••••••••••••••• 
b. Regular classrooms. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
c. Auditoriums. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
d. Cafeterias. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Other: 
.4321D X 
---4321DX 
-----------------------------------------------
.4321D X 
.432lD X --~--------------------------------------
--~----------------~--------------------.4321D X 
